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Attributes of GOD; more particu- | 
=] larly in Anſwer to Mr. Hobbs's Spi- 


the Notion of LTBERTY is 
| ated; and the Paſſibility and Cer- 
| tataty of it provd, in Oppoſi ition to 
$| NegcessiTy and FATE. B Sa- 
muel Clark, A. A. Kc. Second E 5 
1H ation. 88. Fag- 324. 


1 3 a conſiderable Time ago, = 
ſince J receiv'd this excellent 
Demonſtration of the Ex- 
iſtence and Perfections of a 


= allowing Books from England; and 
1 dat 1 intended to give ſome Account of 
LN them, 


noza, and their Followers: Wherein | 


rity, together with ſome other of the 


excellent Author, by a thorongh Study 


ff... 
them in this Journal: And had done 
it much ſooner, if ſome of the fol- 
lowing Tracts had not neceſſarily en- 
gaged me, at the ſame Time, to give my {| 
Opinion and Judgment concerning Mr. 
Dodwell's Notion of the Natural Morta- |} 
lity of the humane Soul 5 Which 1 did not 
cCare to do, leſt I ſhould engage my ſelf 3 
in a Controverſy and Diſpute, with that 
very Learned Man, whoſe Learning [ 
highly eſteem, tho' very remote from 4 
his Opinions, and peculiar Notions, which 
only appear'd to mc meer. Paradoxes, 
_ unworthy a Perſon of his Learning and 
Knowledge. But nothing need hinder | 
mas at preſent from owning and acknow- {| 
ledęing, That I entirely approve the 
LT earned Dr. Clark's Treatiſes and Rea- } 

| ſonings againſt him, ſince this now can If 
do no Injury to his Adverſary: This 


of Mathematicks and ſound Philoſophy, | 
being accuſtomed to think juſtly on eve- | 
ry Subject, and to range his Thopghts 
in a good Order and Method, has pro- 
| pos'd all he had to ſay on thoſe impor- | 
tant Heads, with Abundance of Clear- } 
neſs and Perſpicuity, with an uncom- 
mon Force and Strength of Reaſoning, | 
__ andinſuchOrder and Method, that every | 
where carries its own Light and Convi- | 
ction along with it; fo that one may | 


Perſon to read what he has wrote, of | 
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the Truth and Neceſſity 


$3 
of Religion, 
whether- Natural or Reveald, without 
being fully convinc'd thereof; provided 
he give the neceſſary Attention the Im- 


portance of the Subject requires, and ſo 


juſtly deſerves; and that he don't ſuffer 


himſelf to be blinded by ſach Prejudi- 
ces and Paſſions as are contrary to right 
Reaſon. And we may ſce hereby and 


perceive, *that true Philoſophy is of as 
great Uſe and Service to Religion, in 


order to eſtabliſh its Truth and Certain- 
tp, as a falſe one may be hurtful and 
prejudicial to it. *Tis ſuch fort of 
Books that do the chief Honour to the 
Dignity of humane Reaſon, and its great 
Author, and glorious Source and Foun- 
tain, by employing its Light in the 
Search and Diſcovery of the moſt mo- 
mentous and important Truths, and 
ſuch as both our Duty and our preſent 
and future Happineſs are moſt nearly 
and deeply concern'd, and intereſted in. 
A s there are no juſt and good Ar- 
g uments whatever, but may be reduced 
into ſo many ſeparate and diſtin} Pro- 
_ poſitions, and rang'd in a proper Order 


and Method, to convince the Mind, and 


determine the Judgment; fo the Au- 
_ thor has ranged or diſposd his whole 


Treatiſe, into ſo many diſtinct Propoſi- 


tions, each of which he afterwards ex- 


plains more clearly, and proves and de- 


monſtrates, or eſtabliſhes them, more 


fully _ 


6) 


fully and at length ; and of which the 
following ſtill depend, or neceſſarily 
flow from the preceeding ones: To 
| ſhew all this to the utmoſt Advantage, 
we mult tranſlate the Book; but as this 
can't be done here, we ſhall therefore 
only give you his Propoſitions entire, 
abridging, as we go along, (in che 
ſtrongeſt and fulleſt Manner we can) 
ſome of the principal Arguments that 
belong to cach of them. Thoſe whq 
would be further ſatisfy'd, muſt have 
Recourſe to the Original, if they pleaſe, 


which none will ever repent to have 


read, with due Care and Attention. 


© Pag. 2. 


After * having in general ſhew'd, that 


all Atheiſm mult proceed either from g- 


norance, or a Corruption of Manners, or 
a falſe Philoſophy ; he obſerves, that 'tis 


a Thing in it. ſelf deſirable there ſhould 


be a God, f. c. a Being infinitely wiſe 


and knowing, and juſt and good, who 


governs the World, and whom Men 
ſhould obey ; that for any to make 'S. 
Mock of Religion, is a Thing wholly in- 


{ 
\ 


excuſable; and that moral Vertue and 
good Manners are abſolutely neceſſary, 
whatever Syſtem we chuſe or ſuppoſe. 


. _.*__ Mis Iſt Propoſe is, That ſomething muſt i 
SE 
75 For ſince there is ſomething that now 
_ exiſts, *tis evident, that there is ſome. 
thing which mult for ever have exiſted. 


needs have cxiſted from all Eternity. 


Otherwiſe, that which now is, muft | 


„ 
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C73. 
have proceeded from nothing of it ſelf, 
and without any Cauſe, which-is a Con- 
tradition in Terms. To ſay that a 
Thing has been produc'd or made, and 
yet that it has no Cauſe of its Producti- 
on or Formation, is the ſame Thing as 
to ſay, a Being has been made, and 
made by nothing, which, in other 
Words, is only at the ſame Time to ſay, 
that it never was made. Whatever ex- 
iſts, has a Cauſe of its Exiſtence, either 
in the Neceſſity of its own Nature, in 
which Caſe it ought to be of it ſelf E- 
ternal, and from Everlaſting ; or in the 
Will of ſome other Being, and then that 
Being ought (at leaſt in the Courſe of 
Mi Nature) to have exiſted before the o- 
lis true, that a limited humane Un- 
I derſtanding cannot comprehend Eter- 
nity; but all the Difficulties that are 
poſſible to be formed on this Occaſion 
are) of no Conſequence at all in the 
EF preſent Debate, ſince *tis certain, that 
| | whatever Hypotheſis, or Syſtem, we fol- 


low, we mult of Neceſſity own, The 
eternal Exiſtence of ſome One Being or 
| other, whether this be ſuppos'd God or 
Y /faiter, the eternal Exiſtence of the 
latter of which we can't yet own, with- _ 
out. expoſing our ſelves to the ſame Difſi- 
W cultics, as are wont to! be objected to 
Chriſtians, with Reference to the Eter- = 


4 ty of the Deity-. 1 


ws 


Propoſ, II. There has exiſted, from all 
Eternity, ſome one Independent and 


Unchangcable Being. Since there muſt 


have been ſomething which always had 
a Being, as has already been proy'd, ei- 
ther there has been one Unchangeable 


and Independent Being, from whom al! 
others have receiv'd their Exiſtence; or 
there has been an infinite Succeſſion of 
mutable and dependent Beings, of which {| 
the one have been produc'd and form'd | 
from the other, in a Succeſſion without 
Bounds or Limits, without one general 
Cauſe of all. This laſt Opinion, which | 


indeed very few Atheiſts ever durſt de- 


fend, includes in its Idea and Notion, 
a2 Thing perfectly impoſſible and contra - 
dictory. For, ſuppoſe a Succeſſioen 
without Bounds of ſuch dependent Be- 
ings, tis clear, that the whole Chain 
and Succeſſion of thoſe Beings can have 

no external Cauſe of their Exiſtence; 

| becauſe this Succeſſion, upon this Suppo- Y 


ſition, includes whatever there is in the 


World, or whatever has been. Tis al- 
ſo evident, that it includes no Rcaſon, 
or Cauſe of its Exiſtence in it ſelf; be- 
cauuſe there is not any Being ſuppos'd in 
this whole Succeſſion that exiſts of it 
felt, or is endow'd with neceſſary Ex- 
iſtence. But that every Being depends 
on a preceding one. There then, where 
no one Part is neceſſary, *tis plain, the 
whole can't; for an abſolute Neceſſity 


lo 
of Exiſtence, is not any thing exter- 
nal, relative or accidental, but muſt be 
an internal and eſſential Property | in the 
Nature of the Being that exiſts. 


A Snccefſion of an Infinity of Depen- 
dent Beings, without any Independent 
Cauſe, is only, in other Words, a Suc= 


ceſſion of Beings, which not exiſting 
neceſſarily, nor of themſelves, have 
therefore no Cauſe of their Exiſtence, 


either within themſelyes, or without. 


Which is an expreſs Contradiction; ſince 
this is to ſuppoſe, that every lingle 
Being had a Cauſe, and yet the whole 
Aggregate and Sum of all thoſe Beings 
put together had none. 5 
If there's nothing in this Univerſe 
endow'd with neceſſary Exiſtence, *twas 
originally equally poſlible, that nothing 
ſhould ever exiſt during all Eternity, 


as that a Succeſſion of mutable and do. , 


pendent. Beings did. This being fo, 
tis askd, what 'twas tha! from all E. ; 
ternity determined ſuch a Succeſſion of 


Beings to exiſt, rather than to remain 


and continue for ever in their primi- 
tive nothing? There could no. kind 
or manner of Neceſſity intervenc or 

occur in this Affair; the one upon 


his Hypotheli: s being equally as poſſi- 


* as the other. Fortune or Chance, is 
ily a Word or Sound without any 
dea or Signification; and we ſuppoſe, 


= - i. 


chat there was no Being actually Ex- . 


( 10 


iſting, that determin'd thoſe which 


| have already been, or that now arc, 
to put on Exiſtence. Their Prill 
«ence then was determined by Nothing; 
Huace there wWas no neceſſity included 


ia the Nature of the Peings themſelves, 


of which no one had, upon this Hy- 


potheſis, exiſted of it {elt, nor by any 


P4p.22, 


9; Jef: 


other Being, ſince we here ſuppoſe || 


none ſuch exiſted : That! is, in other 


Words, that of Two Things equally | 
poſſi ble, (viz...) That any thing ſhould 
exiſt, or that it ſhould not exiſt, one 
mak happencd rather than the other by 


195 meer E fic! HONCY of pure Nut hing, Which 
alſo another expreſs Contradiction. 


na: poſe III. This nnchangeable and {| 
5 een Being, which has exiſted 
from all Eternity, without any external 
Cauſc of its Exiſtence, muſt be Seifex- 
iſtent, i. c. neceſſarily Exiſting. Fo: 


whatever exiſts, muſt either procecd } 


from nothing without any Cauſe, or 


be produc'd by an external Cauſe, or 


exiſt of it ſelf. The Firſt is impoſſible. 
as alſo the Second. For ſomething muſ 
hare exiſted. from all Eternity, with. 


out which not! ung. could ever re 
been, 3 


V hence it e ! f;That the Idea o. | 


1 neceſſarily Exiſting Being, is the! 


dea of ſuch a Being, whoſe Non- exiſtenc 
5 impoſſible” ; to be ſappos'd, withov! | 
implyins a Contradicuon, Since it 1» 


abſo 


10 


it 1% | 


bſo 
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abſolutely impoſſible but that there 
muſt have been ſomething that exiſted 
of it Self, or from the Necefſity. of its 
own Nature; and 'tis vally clear 


that this Neceſſity can't a 
call a conſequential Neceſſity, that is, 


only eftabliſh'd upon an antecedent Sup- 


poſition 5 but it muſt be abſoluely 
fuch in its own Nature. This neceſſity ; 
implie's nothing elſe, belides an Im- 
poſſibility or a Contradiction in a con- 


1 way, Suppoſition. Thus the Refſ9luti- 


on of Equality which is between two 


times two and four, Is an abſolute ne- 


ceſſity, only becauſe it is a contradiction 
in Terms to ſuppoſe thoſe two Num— 
bers unequal. If 'tis ask'd, what Idea 


we have of that Being whoſe Non-ex- 


iſtence implies a Contradiction, we ⅛ 
anſwer, Tis the firſt and the mot ..-- 
ſimple Idea we can poflibly Form, or 
rather, thar we cant at all remove 
from our Mind this Idea of a moſt im- 
ple; abſolutely Eternal, ard Infinite, O- 
riginal and Independent Being. It ne- 
3 in derts the LP Contra- 


there ſhould not be ſich a one; 1 
if we vainly endeavour, and uſe 
dur utmoit Efforts to perf wade our 
elves againſt the Exiſtence of any ſuch 
Being, we can't then either prevent or 
id the Apprehenſion and Ima gination | 


Ma an n — Infinite an, 5 


1 That 


25 


what we 


L (12) 
8 That we would baniſh Eternity and 
. Immenſity out of the Univerſe, When 

yet at the ſame time we muſt con- 

ceive and imagine them. The Carteſi- 
aus, who believ'd the infinity or immen- 
{ity of Matter, were not a little per- 

plex'd with this Argument: Since it 
bblig'd them to fay, according to their 
_ Hypothelis, that Matter was a neceſſa- 
rily exiſting Being, as the Author ſnews 
from an Argument of Mr. Regis. 
1 3 It follows, 24ly, That there's no Man, 
FT who makes any Uſe of his Reaſon, | 
„„ who may not more certainly be ſatisfied 
of the Exiſtence of a ſupreme and inde- 

pendent. Cauſe, than he can poſſibly be 
of that of any thing elſe beſides - his 

don Exiſtence. If we but conſider | 

what has already been ſaid of the Ne- 
|  ceſſity of the Exiſtence of ſome one E- 
ternal Being, Infinite, and Exiſting of 
it ſelf, which muſt be the Cauſe of 
all other Beings, we ſhall find it one 
of the firſt, moſt eaſie, and natural Conclu- BN 
ions, that a Man that thinks at all can 
poſlibly form in his Mind, and that 
tis no more poſſible, for him to doubt 
ol this, than he can of 2 and 2 ma- 
king 4. *Tis poſſible I own, for a Man 
to be ignorant of this fo clear, firſ' 
and fundamental Truth, by ſtupidity. | 
or from want of thinking; but 
there is no Man who Thinks, and Rea 
bons at all, but may be as fully aſſured, | 


out 


+; 13 v 
and kemly perſwaded of this Truth, as 


* "7 other whatever. 


lows, 3aly, 7 That the firſt Aſi | 
_ we have of the Exiſtence of « 

don't flow from hence, that in the Idea 
we form in our Minds, or rather, that 
in the Definition of the Word God, wa 


ſignifying the moſt perfect Being, w 


— e neceſſary Exiſtence; but 4 


hence, that we can negatively demon- 


ſtrate, that neither could all Things 
have l of themſelves 

Nothing, nor yet could have 
been produced one from another in an 


4 eek Succeſſion, without any Limits 


or Bounds; and poſitively, that there 
muſt be ſome Being that actually ex- 


iſts without us, whoſe Non exiſtence 
we can't ſuppoſe, without being in- 
volv'd in an expreſs Contradiction. Dr. 
Clark ſhows alſo here, that Des-Carres's - 
BS Dcmonſtration of the Exiſtence of Gd 
s not ſuffcientliy clear to ſilence the 
; Atheiſts. 


I Ic follows, 4rbly, That the material = 


World can't be the firſt Uncreated, Tak - 


dependent, and Eternal Being. It has : 
deen already demonſtrated, that an eter- 


mal Being muſt exiſt from it ſelf, or be 
Self. exiſtent; and that whatever is thus 
Self. exiſtent, mult exiſt by an abſolute 
Neceſſity, founded in the Nature of 
the thing it ſelf; whence it follows, 
that. it the material World exiſts not | 


1 85 5 after Rs 


proceded 1 


WI non-exi 


iſting, and a 


| a4) 
after this manner, or by the abſolute 
Neceſſi "NS its own Natute, ſo that its 


ende could not be ſuppos d, 
without implying a Contradiction; it 
cant be this eternal and independent 
Being, , The abſolnte Nerefſity of Ex- 


poſſibility of not Exiſting, 

being plainly two contradiftory Ideas, 

is clear then, that the material World 
don't neceſſarily exiſt, if without any 


contradiction We can conceive, either 


_ it is not, or that in ſome reſpect it zz 
may be otherwiſe than at preſent it is. 

Now there's nothing more ealie than to 
ſhew that this may be done, whether we 


cCionſider the preſent Form of the mate- 


rial World, with the Difpoſition- and L 
Motion of its Parts, or enly-its Matter 
and Sabſtance, conſidered. without any 1 


reſpect to its preſent Form. 
To ſay that the preſent | form or Dif- 


poſition of the World is neceſſary, is to I 


Tay, as we have already obſerved, that 3 


its Form, and all that belongs to it, ex- 


iſts dy an abſolute Neceſſity in its o-π.Ʒr 4 


Nature; and then it muſt be a Contra- 4 


diction, that any part of this World Y 
| ſhould exiſtotherwiſe than it does. 3— vu 
it muſt be a Contradiction to ſuppoſe 


more or fewer fix d Stars, or Planers, or 


that either their Magnitude, Figure or 3 


Motion, were other than jaſt what they 8} 
are; or to ſuppoſe more or fewer Plants | 


"FR Animals _ this Earth, or of other 
0 a Sizes 


5) 


Sizes or Shapes, than what they are. 


The Author uſes the ſame way and man- 
ner of Reaſoning as to Motion, and re- 


futes, in few Words, thoſe who pretend, 


that if Motion is not eſſential to Matter, 
it at leaſt includes a certain conatus or 
rendency thereunto. _ Py 
If it is affirm'd, that only the Matter WW - 
ſelf exiſts neceſſarily ; beſides the Abſar- 
dity there is to attribute the beautiful 


Form and Diſpoſition of this World to 


Chance, We can demonſtrate by ſeveral 
Reaſons, drawn from the Nature of the 
2 it ſelf, that Matter is not a neceſ- 
ſary Being. For if Matter exiſted thus 
neceſſarily, then in this Exiſtence, either 
the Power of Gravity is included, or is 


not included. If we affirm the laſt, then, . 


in a World purely Material, and over 


which no intelligent Being preſided, 
there never could be any ſuch thing = 
Motion; becauſe Motion (as *ris here 

ſu ppoſed) i is not neceſſary iu it ſelf. But 


if the Power of Gravity is included in 
this Exiſtence of Matter, it then neceſ» 


farily follows, that there muſt be a Vacn- SO 


um or empty Space, as Sir Iſaac Newton ; 


J has demonſtrated. But if there's any 


empty Space, then Matter is no more 


4 neceſſary Being, ſince we there con- 
ceive a Space where no Matter is; whence 


YT be ſeveral other 
| tuch Spaces, If tis affirm'd, that Matter 


it follows, there ma 


7 neceſarily exiſt, the it don t every 


en „ 


LR EP) 0 16 ) 1 
5 where do ſO; Dr. Clark RO That 6 
this is a Gontradi&ion, abſolnte Neceſſi- 
ty being every Where the ſame; for if it 
is not impoſſible that there-ſhould be no 


Matter in one certain Place; neither is it 


neceſſary then, that it ſhould: be in ano- 
ther Place, nor indeed therefore, chat 


it ſhould be in any at all. 


Spinoza, the moſt famous Atheiſt in 


: the laſt Age, who own'd no diſtinction 8 


of Subſtances, and who believ'd the ma- 
terial World and its Parts to be all but 


one Being, that neceſſarily exiſted, and 'Y 


that there was no other Deit' diſtinct 


from this Univerſe; to avoid the Ab- | 
___ Cardities that flow from this Opinion, 


_ endeavour'd, by ambiguous and doubrful Y 


8 Expreſſions, to elude the Objections that 

might he made againſt his Syſtem. For 
after having poſitively affirm'd the ne- 
ceſſary Exiſtence . of all Subſtance, he 


wouid ſeem afterwards to explain "and 


correct his Thought, by ſaying; that the 5 


Reaſon for which every thing neceſſari- 
ly exiſted, and could not poſlibly be o- 
| tharmiſe than what it is at preſent, was 

becauſe every thing flow'd from the Ne- 


| Geſſty of the Divine Nature. By theſe 


Words, the Readers, who axe not enough 
upon their guard, believe that he means, A 
that thinꝑs are neceſſarily what they are, 

| becauſe the infinite Wiſdom and Goods | 


neſs of God could not make them better 


5 vw W bet e 2s * ** them. E 
But 


But this is not what he at all intetids ; fot 
this ſort of Neceſlity is not a natural Ne- 
ceſſity, but only a conſequential one, or 
What we may call a Moral one, and which 
is wholly oppoſite to the Deſign and Inten- 
tion of Spinoza, as the excellent Author 
ſhews at large, by citing our Atheiſts own 


Words and 7 0 Expreſſions. Dr. Clark 
ea 


alſo gives a Reaſon why in this Diſpute he 
ayoids thoſe Arguments againſt the Eter- 
nity of the World, taken from the Nature 
I and Abſurdities of an infinite and endleſs 
I Sncceſlion of Months, and Years, and Ages, 


* Propoſe IV. We can't comprehend, pg, 3%, 


what Is the Eſſence or Subſtance of this & 
Being, that thus e and of it ſelf 
exiſts, or Who is Self. exiſtent. We can 
I clearly demonſtrate, that this Being does 
F<xift, and alſo prove it impoſſible he ſhould 


de Material, as the Modern Arheiſts woul * : 
affirm him to be. * But altho we have no 5 


Idea of the Eſſence of God, this {igaifies 


15 as to the Certaintyot his Exiſtence, 
F fince there's even none of his Creatures, 


therefore we have not the leaſt doubt of 
/ e 


1 — > 


me have. imagined, chat infinite Space 


whoſe Eſſence we can penetrate, altho' 


From what has been faid, we may con- 
Idlude, that 'tis from meer Weakneſs that 


Fpeefented the Eſſence of the firſt Cauſe, 55 


F perid dancer. ee 
F ence, har Men bring accultomed 
_— T7 judge of every thing | by their Senſes, 9 


GM  . 
judge and j imagine bf iritdal an 


ging: 
al Things to be nothing, . 


E Objects of their corporeal Senſe. 10 2 


as Children believe the Air to be . 
becauſe they don't ſee it. There are pe 


haps an infinite Number' of 7 0 
the World, whoſe Eſſences are pe 


unknown to us, and which our, 5 15 | 
tions can no more repreſent, to us, Than 


Colours can be to the Imagination of one [ 
born Blind, or Sounds to that, of a Man | 
born Peaf. Nor indeed is there au 8 


Subſtance whatever of Which We know 
ny more beſides ſome'of its Properties. 
We may alſo 3 infer,” that tis 


in vain that the Schoolmen Wonld put 
us off with Words in Speaking of things, 


of which they can have no Notion nor | 
Idea at all; as when they af Pets eff 1 


Put l mera forma, 


Pag. 64, 
© ſeq4. 


Propoſ. V. Alths? the Subſtance” ot Ef. 1 


ſence” of the Selflexiſtent Being is abſo- 


_ lately Incomprehenſible; pet we can de- 


monſtrate ſeveral of his. eſſential Attri- 


butes and Properties, as well as his Ex- 
5 iſtence. As firſt, that of his Eternity. 


This is indeed a neceſſary Conſequence 


of his Self-exiſtence; as the Author clear- 
Iy ſhows. Nevertheleſs, the manner how 
he is Eternal, entirely ſurpaſſes our Com "2 
prehenfioh and Underſtanding. | 


Peg &9, 
8 "OF. 


"Propoſe. VI. This Self-exiſtent Being 
muſt neceſſarily be Infinite and Omni- 


. preſent. To exiſt neceſſarily or from him- | 
EA by 4 as bas been nile mopſtratfd, 82 ex- | 


"It 


= n - _ 45 1 K Ig 1 
it from an abſotute Neceſſity inherent in 


bis own Natute, and this neceflity nor- 
depending from any external Canſe, tis 


clear this Being muſt be every where, 


as well” as "have ' exiſted from all Brer- 


J nity. That Necefliry which is not every. 


where the fame, being only a conſequen- 


tial Neceſſity, that depends 'on ſome ex- 
ternal "Cauſe, and not at all an abſolute | 
Neceſſity, which has no relation either 
to Timé or Place. Wherefore, What cx- 


iſts from its own Nature, and by an ab- 
{lute Neceſſity, mnt equally be Infinite 


Eternal, | To ſippoſe a finite Being 
exiſting from, or by it ſelf, is to affirm it 


2 Contradition, that this Being ſhould not 


exiſt, whoſe. abſence nevertheleſs may be 
concety'd Without the leaſt Contradiction; 


which is indeed the groſſeſt Abſurdity 


that can well be imagined; for if a Being 


can be without any contradiction abſent 
from a Place, it may then alſo from ano- 
ther” Plate, and Þ from all Places. 
Hence it follows, that the Infinity of 


the Self-exiſtear Being, ought not only 
to be without any Bounds or Limits, 


but alſo without any the leaſt Variety, 
Interruption, and Imperfeftion ; and thay | 


if we could ſuppoſe Matter in ſome Senſe | 


without any Limits or Bounds, and Immenſe, 
it would not” follow it were infinite in 
this Senfe, becanſe it wight include with⸗ 


| in it ſelf a void Space, Which would li- 


mit it. 2. That the Self-exiſtent Being 


mit” alſo be-- moſt Simple, Icamutable, 


.  Jacorruptible,. without any Parts, ar Ri- 
\. guxe, or Motion, not capable of Divid- 
on, or any other Properties to be fourd ÞF 
in Matter. The Reaſon of which is, that 
thoſe Properties including in their own Þþ 
„ Nature and Notion, - Limits or Bounds, 
2 bre therefore entirely inconſiſtent, with 
truc aud real Infnity.  Diviſibility being 
either a real or mental Separation of Parts. 
And all Separation ſuppoſing Limits, is 
therefore inconſiſtent with Infinity... Mo- 
tion, for the ſame Reaſon, includes an Idea 
of Limitation. So to have Parts marks 
either a Difference, or a variety of Ex- 
iſtence, for one Part is not the other, 
and may exiſt without it, a Diviſibility, 
Which is inconſiſtent, as was ſhewn above, 
With Infinity. All Corruption, Change, 
or Altcration, whatever, it is, includes 
Motion and ſeparation of Parts, and con- 
cquently Limits and Bounds. And com- 
Po ſſtion, of whatever fort, is oppo- 
ute and contrary to perfect Simplicity, 
includes and implies a Difference and Va- 
riety, or a Diverſity. in the manner of 
Exiſtenee, and is therefore wholly incon- | 
ſiſtent with neceſſary or Sclf-exiſtence. . | 
But altho' we can very well and eaſily -| 
thus demonſtrate the Immenſity, true In- 
finity, and Omnipreſence of the Deity, |} 
pet we mult own it very far exceeds and 
fut paſſes the CompreWMiſion of our finite 


- — 


3 inet 


Car) 


Being, 
poſe two or more diſtinet Natures or 


dent of the qther, they therefare can ex- 


God, is a Unity of Nature and EſHnce. 


Subſtances eviſting of themſelves, necel- 

$ ſarily and ingependently of all orher, 

expreſly implies this contradiction z wiz. 
that, every one of them being indepen» = 


it, alone 5 themſelyes 3 z; fo it ſhall he 
no. contradiction to imagine the others = 
Y done. exiſt; and gonſequently none of them 
can be the neceſſarily or ſelf-exiſtent Being. 
Hence it follows, that the Unity of 


Var. as to what concerns the Perſons, in 


this one Individual Eſſence, 4. . whethet - 

we may conceive together with the Sus 
>reme Cauſe, emanations co-exiſting with 
ic, and which may be equally Eternal, 
unn nite, and Perfect, by a Communicati : 
on of all the Divine Attributes and per- 
felons in an infinite Degree, excepting 


that only of being the Firſt Source and 
Original of all; we may ſay, that as 


ON, the to be: betiev'd. 


Br: inge, as 30d and. Matter ; for 


4 


there is nothing in mer Reaſon that 4 
Aaecmonſtrate there are actually any ſich, 
BE mavarions, ſo neither is there any Proof 
r Argument to be drawn from thence, 
Io fhew this abſurd or impoſſible; and 
onſequently, if Revelation ne it, ir 


i fo. lows aw hence, tat tis 1 0 | 
{De chere ſhanld-- be two . 7 


TW Raf a3 Was above, given 2ga'! aft... 
I pany hl.. We 


85 


4 „ VII. The neceNarily; Vs or ſel lex 25 74; 
is only one, For to ſup- & fei. 


n 


94 We ay dene ade dearly © 


 _elnded juſt che contrary. Al that 


Vanity and  Abſurdify o 
5e Notion, lo, becaüſe the Self. 
_ exiſtent Being muſt! neceſſarily be but one, 
£onclndes therefore, that this Univerſe, 
with whatever is included therein, is n- 
Iy one eternal and neceſſary Sudan; 
whereas he ought” indeed! "have &n- 1 


ſee in the World” being ſo different ohe | 

thing from another, and including evident 

Marks and Tokens Which bew, that al 

5 * ſobject to various Mutation and Change, 3 

and that every thing almoſt Ky bt have 

been form'd and made id a different 
munner from what it is, thb any 


| rhe leaſt Sigh or Token bf n abſolute 


Neceſſity; it elearly follows, that no- 
thing of all this is Neeeſfary, or Self- 
exiſtent, but depends upon 1 external 
Cauſe, vir the Sover ein, Independent. 
And Immutable Being. TWas this Rea- 
ſoning that led Spinoza to that fooliſh 
and pernisious Opinion, upon which m1 
his Reaſnnine#' is founded, mean his ab-. 


ſurd Definition” of Subſt arice, which, ac- 


cording to bim, is a thing whoſe" Ide: I 
don't depend upon any thing elſe, ang 
which ſuppoſes nothing that has made 4 


it, hut hich includes Gin 1 Self. neceſ- |} 


ſary-exiſtence. This Definition is falſe 
add ſignifies nothing; in which Caſe, | 
his whole Syſtem, of which tis the ſole 


: Foundation, falls to the Ground ; or if 


oy it is tif ue, then neither a Humane Sort, 8 


2 


£445 


nor. indeed. any. other finite Being what: 


| | ever, can be, term'd a Subſtance in this . 
| | Senſe, as we 


have already demonſtrated, 

bur only the Neceſſary or Self. exiſtent, 
Bus alone. \ This. 90g, ſo, Spinoz.4 has 
prov.d enten tall o What he prin» 


17 d pally eg © withſtand L 15 all the 


pas 61 ew ang appcarance of Demons, 


f ſtvatlon. be would give his own Fend 
Thoughts and Notions. He would fai 


perſwade us, that there is not in the Uni- 
"A any Free- Agent, aud, that whatever, 

tf 4 therein, is by an abſolute Ne- 
coſt ity, that what it is, and that it could 
not poſſibly be - otherwiſe, Vet if you 


ſhould even allow his own Definition of Lb 


ſtance. true, this is not proved; for 
ſince, according to this Definition, neither 
Matter, nor Mind, nor any other finite Be- 
in whatever, can be a Subſtance, but are 
only meer Modes of . Subſtances; how does 


it follow, that becauſe Subſtance is a ne- 


ceſſary or ſelf-exiſtent Being, chat there- 

fore all its Modes and properties are ſo 
alſo ? How. does this follow? The Rea- 
ſon is, according to him , becauſe, that from 
an infinite. Cauſe, neceſſarily flow an in- 


geeg true, if we ſuppoſe this infinite Cauſe, 
which, neceſſarily. exiſts, to be alſo a. ne- 
ceſlary Agent, i. e. tO ſay, to be incapable | 
of any. true or real Action, Which is in- 
deed the very thing in Queſtion between 


him and his . and Ahe = - 


A to have prov. 1 fv ” if 
* ee 


finite Number of Effects. This were in- 


pag. Jo; 
E Ie. 


is what cart be provid a pris, but very 
_cafi! er ori, as he Thews at large. if, 
ent Degrees of Perfection tht 


-n * 1 
a fre in image and the Order thar _ 

_ there is between Caſes, and Effects "on 
From that Knowledge and Underftandis, 
we perceſve and obſerve in created Minds 
aud Intelliperices, and which was impoſſ - 
ble to flow from meer Hattet, as the Au- 
thor ſhews at length againſt Mr. Hobbs and 
his Followers. 3dly, From the Beauty 
and Order of the Creation that furrounds 
us, and from the final Cauſes for which 1 
things have been made, on whe 774 | 
Jefts, the Author cites Mr. 22 Ps and Mr. 
Kay's Writings. a4tbly, ; From the tet = 
Cauſe ot Motion, which conld not be 4 
Body; as Dr. Clark ſhews incomparably x7 
well againſt Spinoza, Wo had Tecourſe | 
here 17 an infinite Succeſſion of Bodies, of | 
which one moy'd the other, which is 


| before under Propeſ. II. 


: _— be an intelligent Wi "This ie 
die 


< * 1 : 0 * 
„4 — — as — - - — _ —— — — — ** 
4 * os GY 2» vw 1 ., $4 wy d f — 3” x 74-2 ee 


exiting Ct of all ' Things 


-prineipal Oveſtion' between us ane 
the cbeiſe. According to Dr. Clark, this 


2dly, 


indeed a meer Contradiaion, as was few | 
Hence it again follows, chat the mate⸗ 


rial World can't be this neoeſſary or | 
ſllelf.exiſtent Being that is the Original K 
of all Things; for ſince it bas been Bere 9 
demonſtrated, that this Being muſt de“ 
— e Being, and 'tis plain, ' that” 
5 the mater 


ee 


al World Is nor * it 


. A ; 5 8 z 65 2 9 . at m 


2 Yer @ wo. 5 


atily follows, that they can't be both 
the -Sithanthingi ot 3. 
Propoſt IX. This Original and Self-ex- 5 1 


F iftent Cauſe of all Things is not à ne- g 


ceſſary Being, but 4 free and voluntary 
Agent, endow'd with Liberty and Choice. 
This is a neceſſary - Conſequerice of the 


Preceeding Propoſition. For an intelligent 


Being Without: Liberty, is not properly 


intelligent, with reference to his Pow» 
Jer and Perfection. *Tis only a Being 
eadew'd with a Principle of inward Cot 


ſciouſneſs, but that is purely Paſſive, 
ſince” in this Suppoſition he can be no 
ays conſcious of Action, but only of be- 


Lia impelbd upon, or of neceſſary impulſe 
id compulſion, without any Principle f 
Action in himſelf. What Spinoza and his 


Followers ſay of the Production of all 
Things flowing from the neceſſity of the 

Divine Nature, is meer Stuff, empty 
Sounds, and only Words without any, 

ſonification upon this Occaſion; for if 
by the Neceſſity of the Divine Nature, 
they don't underſtand the Wiſdom, and 
inviolable Rectitude of the Reſolutions 
and Decrees of God, by which He is in- 

violably determined {till - to do, what 


upon the Whole is beſt for the Univerſe, 


{as moſt certainly they don't, this be- 
ing indeed conſiſtent with the moſt per- 
fo Liberty.) But upon the contrary, a 
natural and abſolute Neceſſity, it neceſla- 


dert in ſome Senſe only, as one would. 


re . + te r Ws „„ ES F F ‚ 4 Ä̊ K „„ Ai 4A. lee ee 


rily follows, that they call God an A. 


: OO Ee ConA In TTL fe x tt pe at orreth 3 ITE 
Aw. $6 ah + * „ 1 * K 4 


and Choice, but a neceſſary Agent, and 


infinitely Perfect, there ought neceſſaril; Bl 
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CW) 
call a Stone ſo, that by the Neceſſity of its 
Nature, and becauſe of its Gravity, is the 
Cauſe of its own falling to the Ground ; 
altho' indeed, properly ſpeaking, this 
Stone is the Cauſe of nothing at all, nor 
with any the leaſt Propriety of Speech or 
Hg preition can be term'd an Agent. But 
the Opinion of theſe Gentlemen is, that all 
Things exiſt equally neceſſarily of them- 
ſelves, and conſequently,” that the materi- 
al World is God; which directly implies 
a Contradiction, as has been already ſnewn. 
In the 24 Place, It the Supreme Cauſc 
were not a Being endow'd with Liberty 


all whoſe Actions were equally neceſſary Þ 
28 his Exiftence, it would follow, that 
nothing of all that is, but muſt of Ne- 
cellity have been made; and thar nothing 
that 15 not, could ever have been; and 
that all the Modes and Properties of e- 
ing, without exceptring any the leaſt, 
could never poſſibly have been otherwiſe 
than Mbatthey are. All which being mani 
feſtly falſe and abſurd, it follows upon 
the contrary, that the Supreme Cauſe is | 
not a neceſſary Agent, but acts with ful! 
Liberty and Choice. 1 bs, 
Spinoza pretends, that from a Being 
to flow and proceed an infinite Number 
of Modes, in an infinity of Manners , 
we may allow him, that a Being ini 
nitely Perfect may indeed produce what 
he ſays, but we poſitively. deny . 5 


2). 


4 that this muſt neceſſarily happen, or that 


the Nature of Things, without the 
ſirſt and original Cauſe of all Things, 
naking any Choice as ro Time place 

and the other Modes and Circumſtances 
of Being as he pretends; unleſs we 
| would ſuppoſe that He is not a Free, 
but a neceſſary Agent, whic h is gy. 
begging the Queſtion, 


it flows from any abſolute neceſſity in 


Spinota alſo objects, that if any thing 5 
Huld be otherwiſe than what! it is, that then 


3 le Will and Nature of God were capable or 

| Change; but if God makes different Things 

1 VF: diferent Times, and in different Manners, Fe 

, | "ny PULINUTICE: of bis eternal Purpoſe and 

+ eerees; it don't therefore follow, that 
3 Will and Pur poſc of God are ſub- 

" 1 5 et to change. We might argue in the 
da de manner, that even according to 
SY 1202.48 Suppoſition, Who ſays, that God | 

& W--<larily produces a great Variety of 

GG z lings, that the Will of God is there- 

1 fore variable, mutable, and e or 

on unlike it ſelf. by 
18 lie alſo ſays, that if all that is poſe 5 
ul! | did not aways. and neceſſarily ex- 

t after all poſſible Manners, it could 
ing | ever all exiſt; hut that ſomething which 
il id not exiſt, would only ſtill be poſe 
wr e, and never could be actual: 80 that - 
, this we ſhould ſtrip and deprive the 
nn. of his actual Omaipotence. But all 
3 hs is only metaphyſical Gibberiſh an 
in, i "ſenſe. Lis the lame as if one ſhould 


D 2 © N lay, 


— . 


(#8) 2 


1155 thy that if all poſſible eternal Dutation, 1 
is not aQually exhauſted, it never could 
de exauſted; and that conſequently in 3 
ſaying ſo, we {rip and rob the "Deity } 
of his receflary Attribute of Eternity. 
There's none but muſt ſee the Weakneſs | 
and Fallacy, as well as Abſurdity and : 
Folly of ſuch a way of Reaſoning. #20 


But if all the Arguments of Spinor.. f 


were as plauſible, as they are really the 
contrary, yet his Opinion in jt ſelf, vis. 
that neither things themſelves, nor an; 


of their accidents, could poſſibly be other _ | 


than what they are, in any reſpect what- | 


ever, is ſo plainly abſurd, chat twer 


- Fufficient to propoſe it to refute all the I 
Principles whence it could poſſibly flow. | 
We may allow, that all Things are {6 } 
well made for the Ends that God deſign! 
them, that the whole would loſe of its 
* Beauty and Uſefulneſs, if any thing wer? 
chang d thercin. But this utterly deſtroy« 

| Spinoz.a's Syſtem, by ſhewing that ai! 
Things were made by a Wiſe and Free 
Agent. What one mayindeed politivelyaſſert 3 

_ againſt Spinoxa is, that there is not t 
leaſt Sign or Token of an ablolute an- 
natural Neceſſity (fo as that ith: 
leaſt Veriation ſhould imply a Contr:- 8 
diction) in any of theſe Things. Mor- 
on it ſelt, together with all its n. A 


ties aud Directions, and all the Laws 


Gravity, are wholly and entirely arbitr:- - | 7 


ry, and might have been quite differen! 
m what they are. The Number an 
Motto: 2 


but a Free-agent. 


(hab) 


1 Motion of Celeſtial Bodies, include no 
manner of Neceſſity in their own Nature; 
the Number of Planets might huve been 
Y cirher greater or ſmaller, 
tion upon their own Axes, either flower 
or ſwifter than tis at preſent ; the Di- 
rection of their po Motions (and 
this whether of t 5 
Planets) that go from Weſt to Faſt, 
while it appears by that of the Comets, 
that they might have moy'd indifferent: 
ly towards all Sides, is an evident Proof 
and Demonſtration, that they move un- 
der the Conduct, and by the Direction 
of a free and wiſe Agent. We might 


ald thelf mo- - 


e primary or ſecondary 


ſay the ſame thing of Plants and Ani- 
mals, all whoſe Properties and Modi- 


| fications to aſſert neceſſary eſpecially, 
with an abſolute and natural Neceſſi ity, 13 1 55 
certainly one of the wildeſt and greateſt 
Abſurdities that ever entred into a Hu- 
man Mind to affiim. 55 
In the 34 Place, It appears PID the - 
final Cauſes for Which every thing in 
this Univerſe was made, that the Su- 5 


preme Cauſe of all, is not a Neceſſary, 
Spinoza himſelf ſaid 
and own'd the neceſſity of this Conſe- 
quence and therefore banter'd the Do- 


Arine of Final Cauſes, and affirm'd, that 
etwas but our Weakneſs and Ignorance, 
and childiſh Prejudices, that made us 
believe our Eyes were given us to fee 
With, or Feet to walk with, &c. When 
indeed ; a Man arrives at this degree of 


Ab- 


mark 


(30) 


 Abſurdity, tis in vain to argue or rea- 1 
| =; Be ſon. with him any longer. N Tis true, 9 


of Des. Cartes had ſuch a Notion, but ge f 


N., Le' did not carry it fo far. He was led 


1 


thereunto by his chimerical Suppoſitions, 
that all things might haye been framd 
hy the Laws of Motion, without the inter- 


| vening Help and Aſſiſtance of any In- ] 


telligent Being in the Formation of par- 


i ticular Bodies. Dr. Clark, with abundant 


| Reaſon, herenpon firms, that the great- 


„ Diſcoveries that we make now every 
Day, whether in Aſtronomy, or Na- 


tural Philoſophy, entirely ruine and over- 
throw all ſuch Notions and Opinions, and 
more and more confound and deſtroy | 
even all the poſſible Syſtems of Atheiſm. 


Fourthly, If the Supreme Cauſe were a 


: — neceſſary Agent, none of his Effects or 


Productions could be limited or bound— 
ed, but all muſt be infinite; 5 which be- 


1 abſurd, therefore, “%s “. 


5 Progreſs of Cauſes to Infinity, without I 
any original Cauſe. If there were no | 


Friſthiy, If there was not a. rewe : 
Cauſe that were a free and voluntary A= | 
gent in all his productions, as in that 


of Motion for Example, there muſt be a 


a ſuch thing as Liberty in the Univerſe, 


there could be no where either Agent 
or firſt Mover. Every thing would be 
Paſſive, and nothing Active; all would 
be mov'd, and nothing move; ever 
thing would be an Effect, and nothing AB 
a Cauſe. When e ſends us tothe ⁵ 

: veceſſiy 


»ereſſity of the Divine Nature, tis only 

o banter vs, and is all a 23 was 
above obſerved; and he admits in fe» 
veral Places, a Progreſs in injinitum, 
which has been already demonſtrated to 
be the groſſeſt Abſurdity. **Tis ſurpri-“ mar 
Ling after all this, that this Men ſhould d. Le I 

paſs for a great Genius in theſe proce. 

vinces, and his Syſtem be thought to 


contain fine Diſcoveries. 1 can no way 

account for this, nor give any reaſon of 

it, belides the great Inclination and Pre- 

J judice that then fo generally prevaild 

and obtain'd in Favour of the Carteſian 

Philoſophy, under the Veil and Covert 

| of which, he ſo often conceal'd and diſ- 

I Zuis'd his own monſtrous and abſurd 

Opinions, and from which Syſtem he had 
TY indeed borrowed ſeveral Things. 

4 Propoſ. X. The Self- exiſtent Being, Or Pag. 1.19, 

Supreme Cauſe of all Things, is neceſſa- G e. 

ily Omnipotent, This Propoſition is evi- 

dent, for ſince nothing, as has been de- 

oaſtrated, exiſts of it ſelf beſides chis 

Being; that all Things have been made 

„ it, and depend upon it; and 

that all the Faculties of Creatures have 
tow'd and proceeded from it, and con- 
ſequently are ſubject to it; "tis clear, 
chat nothing can reſiſt his Will, and that 
he can do whatever pleaſes Him, with _ 

he greateſt Facility, and in the 

Wl 20 perfect manner, in a Moment, and 
ras and frequently as He has a 


T3 * — 


SENS GEES. TRY 


Not 


5 Fot phat therefore He can do Contra- 
ion, zs teh eau ide ſame thing to 
3 be truc aud falſe at the ſame Time. 
For this were only à Power to do no- 
tbing, and conſequently could not pro- 
perly be term'd a Power. Neither can 
Ile do any moral Evil, for this were an 
LINDET RT 5 En ea tt 

_ Theſe axe Things caſte to be conceiv'd 
and apprehended, thete is greater Diſfi- 
culty in the Apprehenfion of the Crea- 

. tion of Matter and Spirit, or Mind, 
which Dr. lar afterwards proves. The 
Atheiſts pretend ſuch Creations are in 
their own Natures impoſſible to be per- 
n,dddßd ot 0-4 vpn: Ml 
But with reſpet 1ſt to Matter, none 
can ſay that it implies. a Contradict ion, 
that Matter which did not exiſt, ſhould Þ 
begin ta exiſt. *Tis true, that we who | 
only ſec Generations and Formations, } 
which till ſuppoſe a Pre-exiftent Ma! 
ter, imagine, that if any thing is form'd | 
and produc'd out of Nothing, as we ſpeak. | 
that then that Nothing muſt he con 
der'd as the Matter from whence th: | 
Things . themſelves are form'd or made 
which does indeed imply a Contradictio 8 
But theſe Words can only mean and ſignifie, WW 
that that Matter, which before was not, 
does now begin to exiſt, t. 
2s for what concerns the Creation oi WW 
Minds. An infinite Power may create 

_ _ thinking,and Immaterial Subſtance, e 
dow'd with a Power of beginning M 

FO, | „ tor. WM 


EEE 8 
tion, as the Author expreſſes himfelf, 
f e. to ſuy à thinking Subſtance cadowd 
with Liberty, and a power of Election. 
To prove this, the Author obſerves, that 
no Perſon can doubt, but there may be 
MW wgances endow'd with Thought and 
MW internal Conſciouſneſs, ſince every Mn xo 
WW: inwardly convinced he himſelf is ſuch FFF 
j ſtance. And if immaterial Sb. 
- WM fnccs are poſſible, then, in all Appea- 
- WM rance, thinking Subſtances are ſuch, all 
„ o hoſe properties are ſo very far remov'd 

em alt the known Properties of Mat- 
ter, and have ſcarce any thing in com- 
mon with them. It remains then to 
prove, that Immaterial Subſtances are not 
Iimpoſſible, or that they imply no Conn 
tradition. Thoſe who aftrm they do,  _ 
muſt fay, that whatever is not Matter 
is nothing, and that whoever fays, that 
any thing Immaterial exiſts, mait affirm 
that nothing exiſts; * which is only in 
other Words to ſay, that that of which 
we have no Notion or Idea is Nothing, 
and cant exiſt. There's no other poſſi- 
ble Way to prove the Suppoſition of 
the Exiſtence of an Immaterial Being to 
imply a Contradiction, but by ſhewing 
chat Nothing and Immateriality are Sy- 
nonimous Terms; and this can't be prov'd, 
et by ſhewing, tis a Thing of which 
{ive have no Idea, and conſequently, 
chat "tis therefore a Thing that has ro 
Being, nor can have any. But by fach _ 
Find of Argument, a blind Man may 
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prove, that there's nd ſuch thing 26 
Light or Colours as the Author bears 
at length. ; 

e have many and ſtrong. Reaſons 
to believe that there are Immaterial Be- 
ings arid Subſtances, tho? we don't actu- 
ally know their ſimple Eſſences. And 


| "owe Clark believes that this- may be - | 
ven proved and demonſtrated from. the. 


Principle of Gravity inherent in dead | 
and inanimate Matter it ſelf, Gravity {| 
being always proportion'd not to the 
Superficies of Bodies, or their Particles, 
but only to the flid Content; Tis 
clear therefore, accordin to him, that Gra- ; 
vity can't be caus'd by Body or Matter, which 

only acts upon the Surface or Superficies 01 4 
other Matter, and which is all it can poſſe 
diy do, but by ſome other thing that pene- 
trates the ſolid Subſtance hereof, -- But |} 
this is ſtill more evident in Anjmals, that 


are endow'd with a Power of Self. mo- | 


tion; more eſpecially - in thoſe ſort of 


Animals that are the more perfect, and 


endow'd with the higher and more e 
alted Laculties. We every Day obſerve 
and Perceive in our ſelves ſuch Facul- 
ties, Operations and Perceptions, as muſt 
2 appertain to immaterial Sub- 
ſtances. Otherwiſe it will follow, that 
Matter is ſomething, whoſe Eſſence and 
Properties are as little known as even 
the Eſſences of Immaterial Beings then. 
ſelves are to ſuch as deny them; and 
Dolle rig, chat che e of c 
uch 


8 0 
fach * is no more impoſſible, than 
that of Matter it ſelf. 5 

Our Author here anſwers the ob- 


our Souls only capable of Acting and 
Perceiving by the Means of the Organs 


Organs were deſtroy'd, it was no longer 


5 capable of any Action or Perception. But 
| Mi = the Soul, beſides its outward Senſati- 
= ons, is alſo endow'd with the Powers 
of Reaſoning, and Reflexion, nothing hin- 
„ ders therefore, but that it may as well 


„ Think, Reflect, and Reaſon without the 
„ Organs of Senſe, as with them. 
h WM inthe 24 Place he ſhews, that *tis poſ⸗ : 
of ſible for Infinite Power, to give to a 
[= | Creature. the Power of Self. motion, or 
e WY of beginning the ſame. For if tis poſ- 
ut 1 ible that a Being have this Power and 
N in it ſelf, it is then alſo poſſ. 
ble for it to communicate it; and we 
dave already prov'd the poſſibilit” of the 
former, when we ſhew'd that there muſt | 
necefſarily ſomewhere reſide ſuch a Power ; 
I{e Mattos muſt have been from all E- 
ternity, without any external Cauſe of its 


om no abſolute Neceſſity in its own 
Nature, which is abſurd, T he Author _ 


ength, as may be ſeen in the Original, 


en: r we. can't now inſiſt longer on it 
and ere. 55 
an WW - B Þ: „ He 


ject ions of the Epicureans, who beliey'd ; 


of Senſe; and that therefore when theſe 


Exiſtence, and this, altho* Motion exiſts 


deus and demonſtrates this at great 


« 36 y 

He proves 34% That tut poſſibl 
for God to create. a Free- Creature; which 
Was s prov d to be one of his own Pro- 
perties and perfections under the 97 
Fates For it no more implies 4 4 
Coutradiction, that he ſnouſd communi- 
cate this, than that he ſhould communi- } 
| cate the Power of beginning Motion 
and we are alſo inwardly conſeious and 


convinced of the real Exiſtence of ſuch 


bh indeed there was no 


a Liberty within our Selves, and this in 
an infinitely clearer and certainer ma- 
ner, than ever we can be of the Soli 
. dity of thoſe few Difficulties and mo 

;ections that are made againſt this f 
— important Trutb. = 
Hobbs and Spinoza have ud their ut- 7 
—moſt Efforts to deſtroy Liberty. For it } 
loch thts, then is 


tit certain, neither could there be an; 


ſuch thing as Religion. But all that the; | 
have ſaid on this Head may be rechied 


| = theſe Two Arguments. 1f, That as F 


there's no Effect, but what has been pro. 
duc'd by ſome Cauſe, and that as a 
the Motions of Bodies were causd 
the Impullion of other Bodies; ſo ihe BY 


is there any volition or determination 


of the Will of Man, that is not prod FE: 
ced by ſome external Cauſe, which 
_ Canſe it ſelf was alſo occaſion'd by 


another, or a third Cauſe; and conſ:- 


quently that there can be no "ſich 
thing as Liberty. 24%), Thought, and a 
its Modifications, whether) Volitions 9 i 
| other» +, 


god (is Au 46.444 +» + 
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cherz, are only Properties, and Modes of 


the Subſtance of Matter; and conſe- 
quently, fince Matter it ſelf has no power 


f of Self- motion, ar rc pag it ſelf 


upon any occaſion, there can be there» 
fore no ſuch thing as Liberty. 
Againſt the force of theſe Arguments, 
dur Author ſhews firſt, that every EAA 
can't be the Production of an external 
Cauſe, but that there muſt neceſſarily 


| b 880 where 1 beginnin of Action, 


or a Power of Acting, without being 


[ | impelld from abroad. That ſuch 4 


power and Faculty is poſſible, yeu, that 


there actually is ſuch a Power in Man. 


24ly, That Thought and Volition, nei- 
ther are, nor can be properties of Mat- 
er, and confequently, not ſubject to a- 
any of its Laws. And 3dly, That even 
upon the Suppoſition that the Soul were 


70 diſtinct Subſtance from rhe Body, and 5 


bat Thought and Volition were only 
properties of Matter; yet this would 
henifie nothing to the Matter here in 
Debate, nor would it prove at all Li- 
berty an impoſſible Thing. I won't here 
Kupon the two firſt Propoſitions, which 


de clear of themſelves to all that know 


gg ver ſo little Philoſophy, eſpecially after 


what has been already faid. But as to 
the Third, Dr. Clark» ſhews, that ſince he 


has already demonſtrated, that Thought = 
and Volition can never be the Effect ei- 


her of the "Compoſition, Figure, or Mo- 
on of Matter; thoſe then that pretend 


that 


(8) 


_ - that Thought and Volition are Prope: - 
ties inherent in it, or belonging to . i | 
muſt ſuppoſe Matter capable of Proper. | 
ties that have nothing in common ih j 
Figure and Motion. And if 'tis capa- | 


ble of ſuch Properties, then "tis 1mpoſ- 


ſible to prove from the Effects of Figur 


and Motion, which are all, nece ary, 


that therefore the Effect of thoſe other 
Properties of Matter Which are quite 


En different from theſe, muſt be neceliary 4 


„„ that there coul 


alſd. The Author urges this "Argument ] 
very home upon Hobbs and his Follow- } 
ers, and incomparably well, as may, be | 
ſeen further in the Orig inal. 1 
There have been Rhee Philoſopher: | 
azd Divines too, who pretended to prove 1 
d be ne ſuch thing as Li- | 


berty, becauſe the Will was {till neceſſa. | 


rily determin'd, as they believ'd, by the | 
luaſt Dictate of the Un erſtanding; and | 
| becauſe God certainly foreſces all future 4 


Ho: 


A s to the firſt Difficulty, the Autho: 5 
obſerves very well, that the neceſlity 
our Wills lie under to yield to the laſt 
' Dictate of the Underſtanding, is only 
founded upon a Suppoſition, viz. *Tis 2 | 


1 Neceflity, that a Man will a Thing 


after we ſuppoſe he wills it. The laſt 
Judgment of the Underſtanding being 
nothing elſe, but the laſt Determination 
of the Man, (after more or leſs dehbera- 


tio) to chooſe or not to chooſe a cer- 
1 tain Tü. which is What we call a 
mol OP Loliti- 


45 


© volition. But beſides this, ſup Pol op that 
me u laſt Dictate of the Underſtanding 
ST wcre a Thing really different from the 
Act of willing, or Volition, and that 
che one neceſſarily produc'd the other 7 
et ſtill the Neceſſity under which a 
lars will is of following the laſt Di- 
„ Waate or judgment of his Underſtanding, 


T would only be a, Moral, and not a Na- 
© taral Neceſſity, and conſequently no ſuch 
Y | Neceſſity as thoſe want who attack Li- 
il berty. For a Moral Neceſli ity is, ac- 
„ ording to our Author, conſiſtent with 


% te moſt perfect Liberty. Thus 2 Man, 
 Mcxempt from all Pain of Body, and diſ- 


©:onable m manner. 


* order of Mind, judges it unreaſonable to 
fe 40 himſelf an Injury, or to kill himſelf; 
1- ad whilſt he Is not expos d ro any outs. - 
a ward Violence, tis impoſſible he ſhowld 
nc act againſt this Judgment; not that be 
d Lants any natural Power to do this, 
re bur becauſe tis abfurd, and morally imm 
5 pofluble he ſhould uſe this power. There's 
o: Fine ſame Reaſon why Angels, and thoſe 
iy Wether intelligent Creatur 11 as are exalt- 
uſt above the Rank Condition of 
iy den, can commit no Sin; not that they 
; {Wien a natural Power to do a bad Acti- 
ng Wn, but becauſe it is morall: impoſſible 
aft bat, with a perfect Knowledge of What 
ng ; beſt, and without any Temptation to 
on 10 evil, they ſhould ever determine 
a- emſelves to act after a fooliſh and un- 
r 1 
7 W 


The 


Rem: *Tis * certain, that the Spinoxiſti can 

, Mr. Le draw no advantage from this Doctrine 
Clerc hut indeed this is not what we propetlycal 
Liberty; for even Men themſelves never 

aſſent to an evident Truth, (when perceiv d 
zs ſuch) but by a moral Neceſſity; yet 
we can't nor don't then ſay; that tis 
free to them to give or ſuſpend cheir 

aſſent to it; as we may with reference | 
to other Truths of a more obſcure Na- 
ture. *Tis the ſame with reſpett to Good | 

in general, or Happineſs, which we mut 
neceſſarily deſire, and can't help, doing } 
Po, not having any Power or Liberty e- 
ther to ſuſpend, or put the leaſt ſtop Þ 

TY hereunto. We apprehend therefore here- 
by, that this Word Liberty ſhould ſignifi 1 
only a Power of Willing or not Willine, £8 
without being neceſſarily determined 

ther to the one or the other. Thus then 
thoſe ſuperior Intelligences, whom ue 
ſuppoſe ſt ill determin'd by ſuch a cer 
and diſtinct Knowledge of their Duty 
e | Happineſs, as neither any Paſſion 
odr bad Habit can ever diſturb or interrupt, 
have not, properly ſpeaking, any liber- 
ty to do evil. God himſelf is not ar- 
ditrarily Holy, but neceſſarily and nau. 
rally fo; for the moral Attributes of tne 

Deity, are not leſs effential to him thai 

the Phyſical ones. Nor is he more at 
 __ Hibertytobe a juſt and righteous, - then a" 
With reſpe& to the certainty of the 

Divine Preſcience, Dr. Clark obſerves 


ry 
* 


N | \ 


Fu ny 

ry juſtly,that'tis very impertinently bronght 
in, in this Debate. And that if we 
have no other Argument, by which we 
can antecedently ſnew, that all Actions 
are neceſſary; *tis certain, that the Con- 
ſideration of the Divine Preſcience will 
ever make them ſuch. If 'tis not im- 
i WM poſſible, for ſome other Reaſons, for Men 
to be free Agents, it can never be prov'd 
a that the ſimple Certainty of the Divine 
0 WF Preſcience, will deſtroy their Liberty. 
For ſimple Preſcience has no manner of 
ve, Wl influence upon the Manner of any Thing's 
et Eriſtence. For all that the greateſt E- 
e WF nemies of Liberty can poſſibly object up- 
-1-- os this occaſion, may be reduc'd to this, 


includes Certainty, and Certainty Ne- 


— 


ther is true. 


Things; but is indeed founded ir ſelf. 
upon the reality of their Exiſtence. Tis 
certain, that all that exiſts at preſent 
is, and Twas yeſterday, and from all E- 
teraity, equally true and certain that 
theſe things would be, as 'tis certain to 
Day they are. This certainty then “: 
the Event, is the ſame, whether we ſup- 

poſe the thing foreſeen or not. 


vir. That Fore-knowledge and Preſcience 
ceſſity. But neither the one nor the o 


For firſt, Certainty of Preſcience, dont 
produce, nor cauſe the Certainty of 


an 40 The * Word Certainty, is none of the * Nem¹i 
4 moſt proper on this Occaſion, becauſe it of Mr Le - 


es iy”: fo the Event. But we muſt only 


only refers to him who foreſees, and Clerc. 


(42) 
. here, underſtand by it, the Infallibility 
of the Event. 
Our Author has ſufficient Reaſon to 
ſay therefore, that Fore-knowledge no more. 
alects the Being of Things future, than 
_ imple Knowledge does the Exiſtence ot 
Things preſent. This is an Argument 
that Boctius usd in his Book of the Con- 
ſolat ian of Philofo phy, and of which we ö 
have ſpoke in he 16th Tome of this Bibl. 
Cui, p. 260. He afterwards ſays migh- | 
ty well, that the Arguments that are u- 
fed. againſt Liberty, as inconſiſtent wit! 
Preſcience, would hold much ſtronger 1 
againſt the Preſcience of free Actions, 
than the Exiſtence, of Liberty. Fr 
theſe two Things could be prov'd in- 
coaſiſtent, and we muſt, neceſſarily den 
either the one or the other; then the 
introducing of an abſolute and univerſ=! | 
Dieſtiny, which would evidently deſtroy | 


All Rel gion and Morality, tends infinite- 


by —_ co the Diſhonour of the Deity, I 

than denying his Preſcience, which u. 
on this Suppoſition could not be aſcrib e | 
to Him, without a Contradiftion. - . 
Secondly, AS Preſcience includes no Ot 
| ther Cerrainty, but what had been 


* Thing, tho' never foreknown : 1 55 


the Certainty of the Event, implies : 
manner of Neceſſity. For jet à Fats: 
liſt ſuppoſe, (which. yet he'll never gran!) 
That Man had the Power of beginning 
Motion in himſelf, (i. e. a  Volition) 
or of Aging freely; let bim 0 


043) 


too, if he leaſes, that ſuch an Action 

can't be foreſeen, would there not be, 
(notwithſtanding' this ſuppoſition) in the 
Nature of the Things, the fame Cer- 


tainty of the Event, as there is in all 
the other Actions of Men; even juſt the 


ceſſary : Thus, for Example, ſuppoſe 2 


Man by an internal Principle of Liber- 
ty, without any external Cauſe what- 


Inallibility - in the Event, as if it 


Preſcience, tho' we may not be able to 
things are thus forefeen. 

The Author draws hence this Corol- 
I; ary, viz. that in admitting Liberty, we 


Lroverted Queſtion concerning the Ori- 
zina! of Evil. Liberty includes a Pow- 


the loperfection of finite Beings ren- 


5 bv them liable actually to abuſe their 
2 by doing Evil. As tis neceſ- 
for the Order and Beauty of the 


= bole, and the Manifeſtation of the in- 


ſame as if it was neither Fatal, nor Ne- 


ever impelling him hereunto, do ſome - 

Action to Day; ſuppoſe alſo that it 

= Kc not poſſible to foreſee this Yeſter- 
day; would there not be the fame 


had been foreſeen ? Then the . 
fallibility of the Event implies no Ne- 
cellity, and conſequently neither docs 


explain the Manner and Modus ha- 


can anſwer that old and ſo much con. 


vs of doing ill, as well as good; and 


finite Wiſdom of the Creator of all, 

that there ſhould be different Ranks and 
grers of Creatures, of which ſome 
„ * 2 | . were a 


6»»vᷣ’ÖḾ „ 
were to be leſs perfect than others 
Hence it follows, that Exil may happen, 
tho' the Great Creator be infinitely Good. 
Whatever we call Evil, is cither an 

Evil of Imperfe& ion, as the Want of cer 
tain Faculties other Creatures ſtand poſ- 
ſeſt of; or a natural Evil, as Pain, Death, 

and ſuch like; or a moral Evil, as Sin 
and Vice. The firſt is not properly an 
Evil; for all the Perfections each Crea- 
ture has, coming ſolely from God, Who 
Was no way oblig'd to beſtow them 
upon him, any more than his Exiſtence, 
_ *tas clear, that *tis no more Evil for 2 
Creature to be without any of those. 
than it were for him never to have 
been. The Second, or natural and phy- 
ſical Evil, is either a natural Conſe- 
quence of the firſt, as Death to a Crea- 

ture that God has not made Immortal, 
which indeed is no more an Evil than 
the other was: Or 'tis ballanc'd up: 
on the whole, by another Good eq ua? 
great, or perhaps greater, as the Af'i- W 
ctions of the Tuſt, which then are noc 
properly an Evil: Or Laſtly, Tis » 
Puniſhment, and a neceſſary Conſequenc: 
of moral Evil. This Evil proceeds on'y 
from the abuſe Which. Creatures make 
of that Liberty which God has given 
them, with another View. and. Defis:, 
and which the Perfection, Beauty, and 
Order of b the ; | | Creation, | Tequ! d 

He ſhould beſtow upon them. But they 
have abusd it, againſt his Deſign ar; 
V ; * Fi RESO | In- 


} 
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and Miſeries have come into the World, 


ttention 5, 4 thus all fort of Evils 


and this too without the leaſt Refle&ion 
upon, or Diminution of, that Infinite, 


Wiſdom and Goodneſs, Who at firſt cre- 


and 'preſides over the whole. 
Propoſ. RI. The Supreme Cauſe of all 

Things, muſt be infinitely Wife. No- 

thing ſeems clearer nor more evident 


f atcd, and ſtill guides, directs, governs 


Pag. 1 
S t. 


than this; wiz. That an Infinite and 
Intelligent Being, preſent every wher 7 1 8 
muſt therefore know perfectly all that 
exiſts; and that an Eternal Being, the 
firſt Cauſe of all, and upon whom all 


depend, muſt therefore neceſſarily know 


v. au the Conſequences of thoſe Powers and 
-. Faculties He himſelf has beſtow'd and 


Y communicated unto them; that is to ſay, 


in other Words, all chat is poſſible, and 
whatever Is beſt and wiſeſt to be done. . 
And as this Being is alſo Almighty and 
Omaiporent, nothing can hinder Him 
from doing what he knows to be beſt. _ 


The Author unfolds. this Argum: nt 


at length aud in its full force, and 
ſhews, from the Order of the Univer le, 


that God is infinitely Wiſe. We can 


now do this better than ever; becauſe 
the Structure of the Univerſe, its ge- 


neral Diſpoſition, and that of its ſeve- 
ral Parts, with their Laws of Motion, and 


the ſeveral Periods, of the celeſtial] Bo- 
dies, eſpecially in our Solar Syltein, are 


now better known than 4 in any of ie 
$01 mer Ages. 5 . 


Pay, 139%. 


(4) 


Propeſ. XII. The Supreme Cauſe of al 


& ſeqz. Things muſt neceſſarily be a Being f | 


Infinite Goodneſs, Juſtice, and Truth, 
and all other Moral Perfections, ſuch as 
become the ſupreme Governour and Judęc 
of the World. Tis as certain, that 
there are different relations a monat 

Things, a$*tis certain that different Things 
themſelves exiſt in the World. And tis c- | 
_ qually evident, that from theſe differen; | 
relations of different Things, there ne- 

ceſſarily arifes an Agreement or Diſa- 

greement amongſt them, ſo that we cen 
either join and unite, or disjoin and ge 


parate the one from the other; ai } 


this is equally ſire and certain, as tha! q 
there's any difference among Things. Be- 


ſidles this, we muſt own, that there's a a- 


| ceſlary Relation and Agreement of cer- | 
_ tain Circumſtances to certain Perſons , | 
_and on the contrary, a Diſagreemer: 


with others; and that this is found- 
ed in the Nature of Things, and in 


the Qualifications of Perſons, and this 
antecedently to all Will, or arbitrary 
and poſitive Eſtabliſhment. This is What 
all thoſe muſt neceſſarily own, who wort 
affirm, that 'tis equally fit and agree. 
able that an Innocent Being ſhould be 
extremely and eternally miſerable, 45 
that he ſhould he free od exempt from 
any ſich Puniſhment. There is then an 
Eternal, Neceſſary, and Immutable &- 


greement or Difagreement, founded in 
5 the Nature hs Reaſon of Ane Novy 


"hat 


es (4) 
what theſe mutual Relations and Agree- 
ments are in themſelves, ſuch alſo they 
appear to be, to the Underſtandings of 
a Intelligent Beings; except only ſuch 
ho apprehend Things otherwiſe than 
ap hat they are, i, e. either to fuch whoſe) 
. a 
- WM cry deprav'd. And *tis upon the Know- 
edge of theſe natural and neceſſary Re- 
lations of Things, that all intelligent 
Beings regulate: their Actions; unleſs 
deir Intereſts and Paſſions carry them 
-* WM another „ 18-07 1:55; . 
gut the Supreme Cauſe being endow'd 
ich infinite Knowledge, and being alſa 
Y -crfetly Wiſe, can't be ignorant of the 


nor fall into any Error in this reſpect. 
geſides this, the Self- exiſtent Being, be- 
ing abſolutely Independent and Omnipo- 
tent, ſtands in need of nothing, and can't 

therefore he blinded by any unreaſona: 
ble Paſſion, no more than limited in his 
Actions by any Superior Power. He 
ges neceſſarily therefore, what He knows 

o be beſt, (not by a Fatal Neceflity, 
but by a Moral one) i. e. to ſay that 


rat Rules pf -Jaſtice,  Goodabſe and 
(ruth, and all other moral Perfe- 
and Fa, The Supreme Cauſe myſt be 


true Relations there is between Things, 


He acts always ,agrecably to the moſt 


11 infinitely Good, i. e. He muſt ſtill be 
f in an Eternal and Immutable Diſpoſiti- 
en do communicate all Good and Hap- 
. 55 pineſ⸗ 
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ſs to his Creatires: ; becauſe; beige 
imſelf infinitely Happy in the Eterua! 
_ Enjoyment. of his own perfections, He 
— net poſſibly have made any Crea- 
tures but from a Motive of Communi- 
_ cating this to them, according to their 
© ſeveral Capacities ; agreeably to the di 
ferent Natures that God has given them, 


for the better Adorning and Beautify- 


ing the Univerſe,” and in Proportion to 
the Progreſs they have made in Virtus, 
by means of that Freedom and Liber. 
: ty that is eſſential to all Underſtand- 
ing and Intelligent. Beings, endow wit! 
2 Power of Action. It appears alſo, 
0 that: God muſt be infinitely Good; be- 
cauſe poſſeſſing all Things in bimſel“ 4 
He is far remov'd from all manner of ' 

Envy and Malice, and whatever mig | 
Incline: Him to do the leaſt Evil, which 


Can only: flow from ſome. Want, a fer 
digence, Weakneſs, Impertection, or Core 


ruption. OV. | 

Sacecondly, The Supreme Cauſe moſt | 
7 infinitely juſt. The Reaſon of this 
that the Rule of all Juſtice and Rieb⸗ 
teouſneſs being nothing but the Nature 

of Things; and the neceffary | Relatio's 


that they bear one to“ another: "Ar 
ehe Application of this Rule, being ©: 


ly the Accommadating the Esten bean. 
ces of Things, to the Qualification of 
| Perſons, according to the Agreement 

5 Diſagreement there is between them 5 
tis clear, that he who Rey Mudder 

TH, 


Pye (49) 8 
this Rule of Rightcouſneſs, and who 
| judges neceſſarily of Things 38 they are 


do do and execute Juſtice, in Agreement 
Vith ſuch Knowledge; who can lie un- 
der no Temptation to neglect or omit 
W it, nor have any Intereſt in the leaſt 
\ vs deviate from it, and is under the awe | 
of no Superior Power, tis evident that 
ſach a Being, I ſay, muſt always do 
what is juſt, without the leaſt Iniquity, 
Prejudice, or Partiality, and can be no 
%% Ei 
„ Le The, Supreme Cauſe muſt be | 
cn, true and faithful in all his Declarations, 

' WM #romiſes, and Revelations. For there 
Jan no other Reaſoa of Lying and 
Peceiving be aſſign'd, beſides Precipita- 
tion, Inconſtancy, and Forgetfulneſs, or 
Oblivion, Weakneſs, and Imporence, the 
Fear and Apprehenſion ot ſome Hort, 
{or Hope and Proſpect of fome be- 
nefit and Advantage. All which being 
infinitely remov'd from the Supreme an! 
Original Cauſe, who is not only infinite 
\iſe and juſt, but alſo infinitely Happy and 
Good, and Poſſeſſor of all Things, can 
therefore never be ſubject or obnoxious 
to any of thoſe Inconveniencies and Imperfe- 
ctions; and 'tis therefore as equally impoſe 
Lole for Him to deceive others, as to be 
Z Sn Ghai; 
na Word, all Ill. and Imperfection 
mbatever, neceſſarily flowing, either from 
Fanz of Knowledge, or want of Power, 

G — boats { 


in themſelves, and who has full Power 


nothing to the Purpoſe here, tia: 


upon the whole, or with reference t. 


o wit fronf bote Coir tion and De- i 
pravation of the Will, vin this lat Ge. q 
ing nothing elſe but A expreſs che? 
and reſolution to act contrary to WH. 
He knows of the Nature of Things, 
tis evident, that the Firſt and Suprem: : 
Cauſe of all being infinitely remov'! 3 
from every Thing of this Kind, mult } 
neceſſirily therefore he a Being infinitely 
juſt and Holy, True and Faithful, Go 
and Mereiful, and cloath'd with all o- 
ther poſſible moral Per feions Þ 
There can be nothing objected to } 
” this, but ſome Difficulties drawn 4 poſte- 
riori, from the Conduct of God in the . 
ſtribution of the Good and Evil Things 
of this Life; but beſides what may be 
ſaid in Vindication of the Divine Pro- 
vidence in this reſpect, 'tis certain, this {MF ”” 
Objection is wholly beſide the Queſtion, . 


do judge aright of the Providence 
Conduct of God towards any of bi 
Creatures, we muſt have a full and e. 
tire View of it, whereas here we ict 
but a very ſmall Parr thereof. 
Dur Author draws hence the follm BY 
ing Corollaries. 1, That the Neceſſit 
God's moral Attributes is conſiſtent wii! 
the moſt perfect Liberty. 2dly, Ti! 
God does always what is beſt and wit 


the general and common Intereſt of a hi 
Creatures in the whole Univerſe-® 34, 
Thar tis impeiſtdle for Him 4900s. the 


Leal 


„ 

jeaſt Evil. 4thly, That Liberty implies 
in it ſelf no Imperfection, but is the 
it and chief perfection of a Reaſon- 
e Creature, the Abuſe of which ought 
not to hinder us from owning and ac- 
knowledging its Excellence. F/, TR 8 
God may place a Creature in, o. High. 

23 Degree of Knowledge and Holigeſs, 

as that, notwithſtanding the natural Li- 
berty of a Creature, It ſhan't be polli- 
ble for it to fall by its owu Fault, 
from this its Sovereign Happinels. 6tþ1y, 
Char the Foundations of all moral Ob- 
ations, are Eternal, Neceſſaty; and In- 
mutable, and Antecedent to, and Inde- 
pendent of all poſitive Law:, and, Rar 
bliſnment. We may ſce in the Authar 
what manner he explaias all this, and 
indeed, we may even eaſily conggixe it, 
er what has been already Cid; of the 


F 


Principles; he lays, down, if we meditate 


Attention. 


and reflect On them with: any 4 are or 5 


p # 
SS BY. 


u. 4 Di ifourſe. eodicerming i” Us. 
changeable Obligations 7 Mar, 
Religion, and the "Truth and Cer. | 
 tainty of the Chriſtian Revelation, b) | 
the ame Author. 24, Edit. 1708. 8vo. | 
12 446. with Index 126 Preface, | 


Lino this Book i is df equal Impor- © | 
tance with the preceding one, yet . 
I ſhar't enlarge fo much upon it; ſince . 
e may ſee hy the foregoing. Extract i 
the manner and method of our Authors 
\ Reaſoning, and becauſe "tis impoſſible y 
here, in fuch a Journal as this, to -1- MW 
large equally upon every thing, in pro- | 
portion to the Extent of the Rezſon- | 
2086 16 p; 
Dr. Clark has rein to this Volum: 
a Preface, where he refutes the Object. 
ons ſome Carteſian had made again! 
ſome parts of his preceding Volume. 
He ſhews amongſt other Things, that 
according to the Hypotheſis of the c. 
5 teſiaus, they uſt be oblig'd to own är 
See be - the neceſſary Ex iſtence of Matter, on 
foe p. even the Anſwer which Des- Cartes im. 
ſelf gave a Learned Man, who had 
bim upon his Doctrine of a Vacuun aa 


the Extent of the Univerſe. Carte. . 
| og et 


5 yay ew. r 5 8 MP, he Ca.4 
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61h Ep. of Volume Second, That 'twas a 


Contradiction for God to annihilate any 
the leaſt Part of Matter; tho? he would 
not 1 God could not do it, becauſe 
h and not affirm but God — 5 : 


8 a Mountain without a Valley, or 


ö ſeveral Perſons ſhrewdly ſuſpet, that this 


0 


wers him, Ep. 69. of his firſt Volume, that 
Fi: indeed imphly'd a Contradiction that 
thc World ſhould be finite. And in. his 


make that 1 and 2 ſhould not be 3. 
bone muſt be reduced to great Extre- 
rities, before they can be obliged to 
expreſs themſelves thus; and there are 


„„ - 


Philoſopher diſſembłd and conceal'd ns 


e real Sentiments of Things. 


t. 1 After making a ſhort Abridgment and 
„ | Recapitulation of his preceeding Book, 
12 & Dr.Clark ſhews that there are four different 
n. MW (ts of Deiſts, and that there's now no 


o-Jaach thing as a conſiſtent Scheme and 
Sytem o Deiſm. Then he proceeds to 


the Argument of the preſeut Volume, 


1 | viz, the Immutable Obi igations of Narcu- 


" Fell Religion, and the Certainty of the 
+ MW Chriſtian Revelation; which he reduces 
ne. © Fifteen Propoſitions. All which he 
proves and eſtabliſhes after the ſame Me- 
„od and Manner he had done thoſe of 


the former Volume. 


Pro of. I. That from the Rterdal: and 
deceſlary Difference there is amongſt 
] kings, there ariſe certain Mora! Du- 


w +4 


felves., via. aud oblige * all reaſonable 
2 Crca— 


Fax: 1 
0 5 
2 ſeg J. | 


ties and Obligations, which of chem 


e 


Creatures, and this antecedentiy to aj 1 
poſitive Law and Inſtitution, - or 5 : 


any expectation; of Reward and Puniſh. 


ment. Here our Author. ſhews that th: } ! 


Difference between our Moral Idee 


and their Conſequentes, is equally. 1c. 
neceſſary and Eternal, as that there 


between the Mathematical ones, or t! 5 1 


of Quantity, Figure, and Motion; 


chat nothing reaſonable can be che 


or reply'd on this Head; Whether the's 
be taken from the Difficulties thar a 


in things themſelves, or from the gif. 3 
ferent Opinions and Las of Men 
bout them: That the Will of God 2 


ways determines It ſelf ti act in Cos. 


formity to the Eternal Nature of Things; I 
and that all reaſonable Creatures arc 
neceſſarily. obliged to conduct and re 


late all their Actions by the ſame Eee 


nal Rule of right Reaſon; which | 


wes plainly demonſtrates, and neuss 
From the original Nature and Bc 


Fake of Things. 2aly, From the Sent 


that all, even "the moſt wicked Men hc 
3 their being under ſuch an Obligati- 
And 3ah, From the Judgmehi of 


Its Conſcichocs upon their ein pit 


Actions. He ſhews alſo 4%), That ti: 


Opinion of Plato, that all our natural! i 


Kuowledge, was only. a Remembran--, 


and that che Opinion of thoſe who 


lieve the Ideas of firſt Truths, are 
mate, altho' they are both miſtaken | in 


their Iaterences, e Wa Ae th k 


*| 
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the different Relations of Things, whe- 
ther -Phyſical or Moral, abont which, 


; 4 noprejudiced Perſons agree, are cer- 
io, real, and immutable, and no way 
depend upon the Varicty of Opinions 


Fanſies of thoſe that are prejudic'd 
>; Education, Laws, or Cuſtoms ; and 
that. every Man muſt necellarily yield. 
his aſſent to them, even equally neceſſa- 
rily as to Mathematical Truths them- 
res: That the moſt profligate Men 
gat utterly inſenſible of Good and 
ell, as appears chiefly from the Judg- 


ent chey all paſs upon the Actions of 


others, (which 's a 5th Argument for 
Mens natural Senſe of eternal moral Ob- 
1;-1:10ns,) And that the Objection drawn 
rom the Ignorance of ſome barbarous 
Nations ix Matters of Morality, proves 


WM :othing at all againſt ſuch Obligations: 
and that we may reduce the princl- 
dal Moral Obligations in Particular to 
| Piety towards God, Juſtice, Equity, and 
Benevolence to Men; and laſtly, to So- 


briety and Temperance with reſpe& to 
gor delves. And that the Pagans them- 
ves have own'd and acknowledg'd the 


importance and Neceſſity of all theſe 


Duties, as he ſhews by Paſlages taken 
trom ſeveral of their own Authors and 
Writers, That this Law of Nature is 
Eternal, Univerſal, and abſolutely Un- 


| chanzeable: And that it obliges ante- 


cedently in ſome reſpect, even to this 
confideration of its being the Will ang 


Command of God binketf, and tb alt 
_ Conſideration of particular Rewards and 


FPunimments: That yet it doit at 1 


hence follow, either that a good Man 
onght to have no reſpect tt Reward; 
or Puniſhments, or that they are n-: 


abſolutely neceſiary to maintain the Pra- 

ctice of Virtue in this 1 State 
of this Pro- 

poſition, be particularly ſhews the great 


And under the laſt Hea 


and manifold Abſurdities of Mr. Hob; 
Docrines concerning the Original of 
i pb and Wrong, and how groſly 
wildly he err'd herein. 
Propoſ. II. The ſame Eternal moral ob- 


- & 7a ligations, which ariſe neceſſarily from 1 
/ 77. | 
the natural Difference of Things, are | 


moreover the expreſs Will and Law of 
God to all rational Creatures. This ap. 
N from the Conſideration of the Di- 


vine Attributes, and that of the Na- 
ture of God's Creation, and from the 
Tendency of the practice of Morality to 
tde Good and Happineſs of the Whole 


| World. 

Pag. 155, Prop. III. That the ſame eternal moral 

8 . Obligations, which are of themſel ve 
incumbent indeed on all Rational Crca- 


„ 5 


tures, antecedent to any reſpect of par- 


ticular Reward and Puniſhment, mut 
pet certainly and neceſſarily be attend. 
ed with Rewards and Puniſhments. This 
he ſhews from rhe Conſideration of the 
Attributes of God, and from the Ne- 
celſity there is that there . he 

De 


2 ot ( 575 N e 
ſome Vindication of the Hour of God's 


Laws and Government, when *tis tranſ- 
greſs'd and rebell'd againſt by Men af⸗ 
ter an inſolent and preſumptuous man- 
ner, and when they ſhew no Signs of 
rue Sorrow, and real Repentance here- 
upon. In effect, if God treated the Good 
and Wicked alike, both in this Life 
Jad the next, which way could we poſe 
ein know that He were a Lover of 
LVirtue, and Hater of Vice? And how- 
ever the Arguments that are uſually 
brought to prove this, from other o- 
picks, appear juſt and ſolid, yet I doubt, 
there was no difference made between 
the juſt and Unjuſt, chey would ſcarce 
capable to ſupport our Spirits. 


the preſent State, therefore they muſt cf 
Neceſſity be a future State. Here he 
ſhews, that, according to the original 
Conſtitution of Things, Virtue and Vice 


Punichments; but that now in this pre- 
{ct World, the natural Order of Things 
3s {0 perverted, that Vice often flouriſn- 
in great Proſperity, and Virtue falls 
unlcr the greateſt Calamities of Life, 
hat therefore there muſt needs be a future 


toicks did in vain boaſt and magnifie 
he Self-ſufficiency of Virtue to its owt 
Happineſs, and that it was a ſufficient 
\ciard to it ſelf; for it alone can't 
e Kin 


Y 7-027. IV. That becauſe theſe Rewards p,, 0 
: ind Pyniſhments are rot diftributed in & ſeas. "Eo, 


were attended with natural Rewards and 


tete of Rewards and Puniſhments. The 


IE Po. 
render Men Happy, altho' 'tis the d. 
rect Way and Path leading thereuntc. 
From whence the Certainty of a future 
State is again concluded. It may in- 
deed ſeem ſtrange, that in the Fabric 
of the natural World, the Wiſdom an! 
Power of God ſhould. fo conſpicuou!!; 
nine every where, and that they | 

ſhould not be equally conſpicuous ans 

obvious in his Government of the wo 
ral one, or with reference to his Con. 
duct as to Virtus and Vice. But we 
ſhall the leſs wonder at this, if wc 
refiect, that when we only conſider o 
of the Works of God, with reference 
to that particular Uſe for which 'tis de. 
ſign'd, we muſt preſently perceive inc þ1 
apprehend. it highly proper, and per- 
fectly well contrived for the ſame ; but 

_ -Vvhen we conſider God's Government of 

the Moral World, or his Conduct - 

wards Men, we don't yet ſee all its 
fects and Conſequences, nor the uma 
velling of the Plot and Deſign, which | 

wont appear till after that great R 
lution, which we ſtill expect. Vet the 
greateſt and wiſeſt of Men, cven ation: Bll 
the Pagans, have fill Heliev'd the in-ll 

mortality of their Souls, which hs i * 

Effect nothing incredible in it, and uu 

was of great Tſe to the wiſer Heathen; 

as our Author here ſhews from ſeveral 

Teſtimonies and Authorities: And which 
is alſo here further confirm'd, 1ſt, Fron 
_ Mens natural deſire of Immortality. 2%! 
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From the Conſcience and Judgment they 
paſs upon their own Actions. And laſt- 
ly, From their being by Nature Ac- 
countable Creatures. 
Propoſ. V. That thon Y the Neceſſit ty Pep 193. 
and indifpenſibleneſ of all rhe great and © egg. 
Moral Obligations of 2 Religion, 
and alſo the Certainty of a u State 
| of Rewards and Puniſhments, be in ge- 
ncral deducible from right Ne 1 4 
ſuch is the preſent corrupt State aud 
Condition of Mankind in the World, 
bar very few are able in Reality and 
Efiet, to diſcover theſe Things clearly 
and plainly for themſelves; but Men 
have great need of particular Teaching 
and much Inſtruction. Men are fo neg- 
l gent and careleſs, give ſo litt 4e hee 
nd attention to abſtract Reaſonings, {o 
much engag'd by their Senſual Ap petites, 
Pallions, and worldly Buſineſs, but eſpe- 
cal the generality of them, fo PE 
n with vicious Habits, Cuſtoms and 
Praiices, as the Pao uns themſelves have 
gd, that. they have the greateſt Need 
and Neceſlity imaginable, of being much 
taught and inſtructed in Matters of Mo- 
ity and Religion, and of having a par- 
ricular dett and Order of Men e Aa 
In ©, for this very purpoſe, who may 
atantly. and inceſſantly Labour hercin. 
e VI. That all the Teaching and PO 
bruction of the beſt Heathen Philoſo- 1 Se 1. 
bers, was for many Reaſons utterly * 
Cient £9 reform! Mankind. Ta. at there 
| | | 1-2 : have 
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have been in the Heathen World ſom: I 


excellent Teachers of Morality ; ſuch a: 
| Socrates, and his Diſciples and Followers . 
and in more late Times, Cicero, Epicte 
tus, Antoninus, and others ; who ſeem 
10 be deſignd by Providence to bear 
witneſs againſt the Wickedneſs of the 
Nations wherein they liv'd ; but Vet 
none of theſe Men were ever able t9 
reform the World with any conſider. 
ble Succeſs, becauſe there have been 
but very few that have in earneſt 
themſelyes about this excellent or 
And thoſe few were entirely ignor a 
of ſome Doctrines, abſolutely neceſſary to 
the bringing about” that great End, 
ſuch as the Creation of the World, 


the manner of God's Government of it; | 


the Creation of Man, and his origin 

bu gt and Excellence, the Beginning 2 
Circumſtances of his preſent miſera 
N ble lapſed State and Condition, 
manner in which God interpos'd' to ve. 
ſtore and recover him, and conduct) 

again to his loſt and juſtly forfeitc 
Felicity and Happineſs; more Partic!- 
tarly and eſpecially, they were very i:- 
norant in what manner God might be 
acceptably worſhipp'd, and in þ dons 


EY Method God would be reconciled 


repenting and returning Sinners. They 


were allo uncertain as to other Lo- 


 Arines abſolutely neceſſary for the Re- 
. formation of Mankind, Cach as that of 
3 future Lite, ang. the. Rewards and 
| | Pu- 


- 
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puniſuments God has therein prepar'd for 
nen, of which they ſtill ſpoke but doubt- 
fully. And even thoſe Things which 
they were certain--of, yet they were: 
not able to prove and explain clearly 
_ and diftinctly enough; ſach as the Ob- 
!1ations Men lie under to Virtue and Pi- 
ty, and as to what was the Will of 
| God in theſe Matters; and even with 
reſpect to ſuch Things, which they were 
ible to prove and explain clearly and 
diſtinctiy enough, yet they had not ſuch 
e Authority to inforce in Pra- 
I <iice, as was abſolutely neceſſary upon 
us occalion. . 
j Propoſ. VII. That there was there- aw 
vre Dlinly wanting a Divine Revela- 2; q 
tion, to recover Mankind out of their © 
univerſally degenerate State: And that 
both the Neceſſities of Men, and their 
aatural Notions of God, gave them rea- 
lonable ground to hope for ſuch a Re- 
velarion. This Propoſition Dr. Clark 
proves, not only from Reaſon, but from 
leveral Remarkable Palſages and Teſtimo- 
nes of Plato, who own'd and acknowledg'd, 
that 't was God alone that could know the 
Truth and Certainty of ſeveral Things 
that more immediately concern'd Himſelf, 
and his own Honour and Worſhip; 
and alſo that related to Virtue, and PN 
i recompence or reward. Yet our Mo- 
dern Deiſts pretend that Mankind had 
no need of any Revelation, and that 
natural Reaſon and en are ſuf- 
feient. 


+ adds — l 


J . 
ſicient. But beſides the great Ignoranc- 8 
and Barbarity of the Pagan World ar? 
this Day, and the more ancient Com- 
plaints of the Creek and Latin Philo. 
ſophers, as to the very ſmall Effect Re. 
Jon had upon the Minds of Men to rc- 
form their Manne re; the Effects and In- 
fluence that the Doctrine and Teſtimo- 
ny of Chriſt Feſus, concerning the In. 
mortality of the Soul, and a future 
Life, has had, has produc'd a much 
greater and more conſiderable Chang 
in the Moral World, and perſuaded an 


determined a far greater Number © 


Perſons, of all Ranks, Conditions, aud 4 
Ages, to the nniverſal Practice of Pic, 
Virtue, and Holineſs, (even to that d- 
green of Heroick Courage and Mag na- 
nimity, as to lay down their Lives in | 


the Defence of His Commands and Po- 


Arine) then the - Inffitation of any, or 
all the Philoſophers beſides ever did. 
Vor cap we doubt bur that in Cin. 

ſtian Countries, the common People ar: 
ligion, and practiſe them more, tha! 
the Pagans do thoſe which Reaſon pre. 
ſcribes. ! Our Author alſo ſhews the 


Neceſſity of Revelation from ſeveral o. 


ther Reaſons ;, and tis ſufficiently clear 
and evident to thoſe, who have aiy 


knowledge of the ancient Pagan Hillo- 


ry, and Heathen Authors, that not On 
ly the common people, but even the 
moſt Learned among them, were in a 


4-0 
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manner quite at a to, and ſcarce knew 


which fide to turn to upon this Occaſi- 
on. And our Modern Deiſts, if they 


pad livd in thoſe Times, had been e- | 


cually, if not much, more perplexd 
and . embarras'd in theſe Matters than 
they were. For it is quite another and 


a very. different Thing, to ſee that A 


em of Morality, which has been 
clearly and fully explain'd ro us, is per- 


RAY agreeable to right Reaſon; and 


find out and diſcover thoſe Rules of 
Morality by the ſole Help and Aſſiſt- 
ance of Reaſon, without having ever 


keard of them before. 


Yet hence it does not follow, that 


f | God was abſolutely obliged to make a” L 
f Rex elation of his Will to Men, twas 


only what might have been hop'd and 
expected from his Goodneſs. Elſe He 
molt have reveal'd himſelf in every Age, 
in all Places, which yet He has 
not done. There have been Deiſts, who. 
51 etended to prove the Revelation of 
the Goſpel unneceſſary, becauſe it was 
rot ſpread in every Conntry, and that 
a great part of Men rejected it. But 
not here to mention, that 'tis not im- 
poſſible that all Men ſhould receive Ad- 
vantage from a Revelation, tho' they 
tare not all heard it Promulgated - 9 
ane we might prove by the 


amy Argument, that neither was natu- 


Religion neceſſary to render Men 


able of anſwering che Ends of their 


being 
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Being. For altho? the Truths of nat. 


ral Religion, may be all diſcovered by 
the help of Reaſon alone, yet "tis cer 
rain, that all Men have neither. the 
| fame Capacity, nor Means af, making this 
diſcovery. 


© Pag.n63,  Propoſ. VIII. here s nd Ptiter Ketiei- | 


8 711 on now in the World, but the Chri- 
ſtian, that has any juſt Pretence, or to- 
leräble Appearance of Reaſon, to be 
eſtcem'd a Divine Revelation. Thi: 
Propoſition will be eaſily granted by on: 
Modern Infidels, and has therefore 
great need of Proof. The e. 

Religion was founded by a vicious Per- 


ſon, and eſtabliſſd by V iolence and & 
Ar ms. Twas confirin'd by no Miracles, (1 
is full of Abſurdities, aud promiſes on- 


RF a caraal and ſenſual Felicity and Hap- 


pineſs. The Jewiſh one, being Whol, , 


Founde d on the Eunedation of a Mele 


„who being come already, according 


; All the Predictlons and Propheſies, what v. 


Reckoning and Calculation we follow, 
muſt neceſfarily therefore own, the Truth 


of the Chriſtian Doctrine. 
Pag. 265, 


or defir'd to 1.2ye. The firſt Mafk 


4 . erelation coming . om God is, „, ti 
| tha 


_ 
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Prop. 1X. The Chriſtian Religion C0 
& Ie ſidered in its primitive Simplicity, 2 4 
71. as taught in the Holy Scriptures, 45 

5 all the Marks and Proofs of its being 
actually and truly a Divine Revelation, 
That any, Divine Reyelation, ſuppoſing it 
was true, could reaſonably be Ae 
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Duties it enjoins be ſuch as are agrec- 
able to dur js Notions of „and 
perfectire of the Nature, and condu- 
cive to the Happineſs and Well-being 

of Men; and that the Doctrines be all 
ſuch, as, tho not indeed diſcoverable by the 


vered þy Reyelation, may be conſiſtent 
with, and agreeable to ſound and un- 
prejndie | Reaſon, For otherwiſe no 
Evidence. whatſbever | can be of fo great 
Force to. prove that any Doctrine is 
true, as its being either contradictory 
in its ſelf, or wicked and immoral .in 
its tendency; is to prove that it muſt 
veceſlarily be falſe. 24h, For the fame 
i Reafon, the Moti ves likewiſe by which 
F it is recommended to Mens belief and 
practice, and all the peculiar Circum- 
ſtances with which ic is attended, maſt 
be ſuch as are ſuitable to the excellent 
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the Manners, and perfect the Minds of 
E diy and laſtiy, It myſt moreover 
be poſi Am and directly proved to 
come from God, by Coch certain Signs 
and Matters of Fatt, as may be unde- 


- {Wilable Evidences of its Author's having 
15 analy a Divine Commiſſion. For elſe 


no degree of Goodneſs and Excellence 
Jia the Doctrine it ſelf, can make ir 
certain, but only highly probable, to 
laye come from God, unless it has more- 
oer ſome poſitive and direct Evidence of 
op Its * — reveaPd. The entire 
8 . e 


bare fi ht of Nature, yet when diſco- 


Wiſdom of ' God, and fitted to amend 5 


P 49.16 6. 
'W) [eqq» a 


augmented and 
Degree of Perfec 
tavghr ſingly and ſcatteredly, 
times but very, corrupt! TY 3 
ral Schools of the Philofoohers.” and | 
this without any mixture of the fond, 
; ablurs and ſuperſtitious Practices of a- 
ny of the Philoſophers, ought to b- 
embracd and practis d by all | 
and conſidering Deiſts, who will act co. 
ſiſtently, and ſteddily purſte the Con- 
ſequence, of their own; Principles, as at 
leaſt the beſt Scheme and Sect of Phi- 
loſophy, that ever, was ſet up in the . 
World, end highly probable, even the 
it had no external Evidence, of its own | 
Divine Original. This our Author proves, 


_ Chriſtian Duties; ſuch as Loving, Feat 
ing and Adoring the Deity; thoſe alſo 
001 b 


cere, and Faithful; and of being Sober, 


be made by Induction, as, follows. 


Proof, therefore of this Pro oſition mut 


kl, de Chriſtianity, eren in . 
lingle reſpect, as containing alone and } 
in, oneè conſiſtent Syſtem, all the wiſe 
and good Precepts ; (and theſe improy'd, WF 

exalted to the; Rebel 14 
ectlon) that ever were. Þ} 


0 


. » 


and many 
y the ſeve- 


3 


"Rational! 2 


by inſtancing in, divers Examples | 


6 - 


eing Juſt, Upright, Charitable, Sin- 


Temperate, Patient, and content with WW: 


one's own State and Condition; of ma- 
king a publick Profeſſion, of moſt devout- 
iy obſerving and performing all thoſe 
Duties by our ſolemn Baptiſmal Vor 
and Engagement, and ſolemnly ; 
. engaging our ſelyes to continue and per- 


again 


ere 


( 6570 


vout Uſe of the Sacrament of the Lord's 


ere therein, by the frequent and de. 


upper. Tliere can be nothing more 


wiſe and rational, or more proper to 
orrec and reform the Diſorders and 
LCorruptions of Humane Nature, or ad- 


vance and improve its Happineſs, than 


all this. So that even if the Authors 


of ſach à Syſtem had no Miracle to 


I confirm and eſtabliſh it, yet we ought 


to embrace it for its meer intrin 1 5 


Goodneſs and Excellence. 

Propoſ. XI. Secondly, "The Motives by 
which ' the Chriſtian Religion inforces 
the Practice of the Duties it injoins, 

e ſuch, as are more ſuitable to the 


Pap. 177 = 


& Jeq 


I + excellent Wiſdom of God, and moſt an- e 


J \verable to the natural Expectations of 


ien. Thus to pain their Hearts, and 


engage them to his Obedience, God de- 


He alſo promiſes extraordinary Aſſiſtan- 


ou after the deepeſt and moſt pow- 
rin} manner, and ſuch as are wor thy 


dar r and ens Words or Expref- 


cares, 1ſt, that Hell be ſatisfied with a true 
and ſincere Repentance, and that there- 
upon He'll pardon all that's paſt. 2dly, w 


ces and Succours to ſuch as ask them 
of him, to enable and engage them to 
| continue conſtant in their Obedience to 
| IC 1 Commands. 340% He propo- 
ſuch Rewards and Puniſhments, as 
© ale capable to affect the Mind and 5 


df 11s own Majeſty and Greatneſs. The 
chor unfolds all this in a few, but 


3 1018, 


695 13; e wirh Which the Chriſti. 
& /*17- an Religion enjoins the Duties, and. 


5 Kt all wiſe Men for ever forſake the 


obſcure Points, and of little Importance, 
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| Lions, as we may Ke i in being recourſe 
to the Original. | 

Propoſ. XII. The uliar Manner and 1 


ges the Motives before mention'd, are 
exactly conſonant to the Dictates of 
found Reaſon, or the unprejudic'd Light 1 
of Nature, and moſt wiſely perfeftive } 
of it. Dr. Clark ſbews this, y giving þ 
2 ſhort Deſcription of what is done in 
the Chriſtian Church, to engage Men to 
the practice of Virtue and Piety; after 
which he concludes, that if thefe Thing 
appear to be the Ordinances of ont, 
who came to contradict the Dictates 6! þi 
right Reaſon, and not to perfect Fi 
Law of Nature, but to deftroy it; then 


"Aſſemblies of Chriſtians, and profcſs $ 
themſelves again Diſciples of the Philo- 
ſophers; but if theſe Things be pe 
. feet agreeable to Nature and ris: 
| Reaſon, and tend exceedingly to the 
ſupplying the Deficiencies thereof, then 
let none, under the Pretence of Mair- | 
taining Natural Religion, revile and | 
pblaſpheme the Chriſtian, leaſt they be Y 
found Liars unto God. 1 
Hie owns afterwards, that the Dit: 
- putes atid Differences which have . 
tain'd and reign'd for ſo many Ape: «| 
mongſt Chriſtians, upon ſome dark "| 


and which have been maintain d wit h + 


/ 


F 


temn both 5 
herein they act unreaſonably, becauſe 


New-Teſtament. 
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ſuch an enwarcavtable Zeal amd vnnatural 
Heats, inſtead of being uſeful and ad- 


vantagi 
only conſiſts in Obedience to 


ſervance of the, 9 of the 


ions to the true Religion, which : 
and Obs 


Goſpel 3. bas. given occaſion to the Ene- 


mies of Chriſtianity to deſpiſe and con- 


it and its Teachers. 


But 


the Corruption and Depravation of a 


Doctrine or, Inſtitotion in ſome of its 


of the Inſtitution it ſelf. 
has always been a ſufficient Rule, for 


al fincere Perſons, by which they might 
diſtinguiſn the Doctrines of God from 
S t2oſe of Men, viz. the Writings of the 
Beſides, where- ever 


Y Parts, no way proves the entire falſity 
And there 


Chriſtianity has been preach'd i in any to- 


erable manner, there has been alway 
preſery'd a ſaſficient Number of e 


tial and fundamental Doctrines, to coy 


duc Effects infinitely greater and more 


ſenſible, in the Minds of Men, whether 
as to extent or duration, than. the Do- 
ctride of any of the Philoſophers. that 
ever exiſted, ever could boaſt of. This 


clearly ſhews, if not the Divine Autho- 


rity of the Chriſtian Religion, at leaſt, 


its great Superiority and Excellence in 
this reſpect. 


Feel Tin, All the Dodrines, which, 
tue true, ſimple, and uncorrupted Chri- «; 


ian Rae, . our particular © 


aſſent to, or firm belief of, as either be 
ing them ſelves of Neceſſity to Eternal 
| n or cloſely connected with ſuc: 
rs are ſo; are, tho” indeed many of } 
them not diſcoverable by. bare Reaſon, WM 
nunaſſiſtec with Revelation, yet when 
diſcovered by Revelation, apparent!) 
maoſt agreeable to ſound - unprejudicec! 
EKeaſon; have every one of them a na- 
tural Tendency, and a direct and pow 
eerftul lafluence, to reform Mens Minds, 
and correct their Manners; and do to- 
gether make up an infinitely more con- 


tſſtent and rational Scheme of Belief, 


than any that the wiſeſt of the ancient 
Philoſophers ever did, or the cunning- 
eſt of Modern Unbelievers can invent 
or contrive. Our Author proves this 
Propoſition, by going over the princi- 
pal Articles of the Chriſtian Faith; the } 
firſt of which being the Exiſtence. ot 
God, this is what can be demonſtrates! 
from Reaſon, as has been already ſhew!. 
hut there appears a greater Difficulty i: #1 
what the Scriptures teach us: concern- 
ing the Generation of, the Son, ant | 
Proceſſion or Production of the Holy | 
Ghoſt, But he having explain'd his O- | 
Pinion herein, more fully and at greater | 
length, in a particular Book and diſtin} | 
Tract, entituled, The Soripture Doctrin- 
of the Trinity, of which we ſhall give | 
2a particular Account in one of the fol- | 
"lowing Articles; we ſhall therefore omi: 


[ 


*,. 


it here, and refer it thither. The s 
ther Articles he inſiſts upon, are the 
Creation; of the Univerſe, the Formati- 

on of this Barth, Providence, ' Paradiſe, 
loſs of it by the firſt Sin, the Flood, the 
gevelations of God to the; Patriarchs, _ 


aud Jews, the Truth of the Hiſtory of 


the Old-Teſtament, | the ſending the 
cn of God into the World for the 
Redemption of Men. He takes occaſi- 
on from "theſe laſt Articles to ſhewy 
that there's nothing unreaſonable in Af. 
frming that God reveal'd his Will to 


len, nor in the Doctrine of the Bx- 
iation of Sin by a Sacrifice, nor in 
1 is having 4 appointed a”; Mediator he- 
een him and us. He afterwards an- 
ers the Objections that may be made 


in on this Head, drawn from the 


Dignity of the Perſon who Redeem'd us, DN 
and taken from the Chriſtian Religion not 


of the whole Earth. After this, he comes 
to the Hiſtory of the New Teſtament, 
and goes on till he comes to the Ar- 
ticle of the laſt judgment, and the Per: 
lon of the judge, who is to decide and — 
determine the Eternal State and Con- 
dition of Men; from thence proceeds to 
the Reſurrection of the Body, the Hap- 
pineſs of the Righteous, and Puniſnment 

ot che Damn d. As there might be a 
Book wrote upon each of theſe Arti- 
cies, We may eaſily imagine that the 


bein univerſally promulgated over the Face 


” naw. = 


Peg 545, 


7 Miracles of Chriſt; and that we way 2 
the better perceive the force of thi; Þ 


Apt Giulidetd cem 80 further then 
as neceſſary” to ſhew, that there was 
nothing büt what Was exactly agreeah'e | 
to bund and unp prejndic'd Reaſon |} 
contain'd of imply d'in 120 of them. 
* Propoſ. XIV. The Chriſtian Religion 
esche ely and directly proy'd to be 
mt to us from God, by the Miracle, 4 
which our Saviour work, by Aa | 
| filling of the Prophecies ," and 4 
Teſtimony of che poftles. * "Wy 4 
ing obſerv'd that the Life and "peculiar 4 
Character 6f our Lord and Savicut, 
are Proofs of the Trutk of the Chri- 
elan Religion, che Author ſpeaks of the 


Argument, he here treats of Miracles“ 
1 general“ He ſnews that all Thins Y 
_ are equally caſie to God, and confe- 1 
; N you tis no more difficult ro MW 
Him act contrary to the ordinary | 

Courſe "df 1 ature; He himſelf has ect. 
bliſh'd, e han *ris to act agreeably there- 
to. Tis not more difficult” for him o 
the Courſe and Motion of a Pa- 
net, than to make it move along the | 

Heavens. Therefore we muſt not make } 
the Nature of Miracles, to conſiſt in | 
their being more diffeult Operations | 
than thoſe we commonly ſee. 4: W 
we don't know what degree of Power W 
Sod may communicate to a created 
Bo Being 3 F neither can we ay; that n% | 

thing 


cy 


thing beſides the Divine. Omnipotence, 
ads work a Miracle. But all that is 
done in the World, being either done 
immediately by God himſelf, or b 
cteated intelligent Being, : Bodies which : 
have no Action in themſelyes, can there- 
fore be the Cauſe of nothing; and vrhat _ 
we commonly call the Courſe of Nature; 
ani Effect and Reality nothing. * YE + pear 
Y thoſe who . underſtand by this, the Ef- „f Mr Le 
Y fas of the Properties that are inhe- Clerc. 
rent in Bodies, underſtand very wel! 
Y what they ſay, and theſe Properties 
too are ſomething real in themſelves. 
For example, The Property that Opiunp 
nas to cauſe Sleep, is ſomething pecu- 
liar to it, and that is not in the juice 
ef other Plants, and when Opium thus 
MM cauſes one to ſleep, we ſay, this is 
W zccording to the Courſe of Nature; be- 
cauſe here neither God, nor any Supc- 
or Intelligence or Power is ſuppoſed to 
iuterpoſe, unleſs we fhould ſay, that 
| God is the immediate Author of alt 
that only ſeems to be producd by Bo- 
dies, which is an Opinion ſubject to 
great Difſiculties. Dr. Clark continues to 
!\-w, that there can be no reaſon to 
deny the poſſibility of Miracles in ge- 
dae that as there are effects that prove 
ſtanding conſtant and ordinary Pro- 
reno of the Deity, ſo there are o- 
thers that ſhew a particular Interpoſi- 
tion of the Divine Power Tp, tome 
TY. os a. EL 


but if it rends to confirm any Falſhond, or 


"Ca? 


ſpecial Occaſions, or elſe, that of ſonic 
other Beings ſaperior to Men. Tis dif- 
icult ro know bythe Miracle it ſelf, whether 
itis an immediate Effect of the Divine 
Power, or of that of a Good or Bad 
Angel; and one can't ſay that all the 
Miracles perform'd hy Evil Spirits are 
meer Deluſions. But yet we may know, 
by the Deſign of the Miracle, whether 
it comes from God, or Evil Angels; 
for if it confirms a Doctrine true and 
Reafonable in it ſelf, we may conclude 
it comes from a Good and Holy Power; 


any thing abſurd or unreaſonable in it ſelf, 
we have reaſon then to look upon it | 
as the Action of an Evil Angel, and 
an Enemy to Truth. We may alſo, 
according to our Author, diſtinguiſn 
Miracle wrought in Favour of an in- 
different Doctriue; if it ſo happens that 
2 greater and ſuperior Power do 
preater Miracle in Favour of a contra- 
ry Doctrine. Which was what happen- WW 
ed in the Time of Moſes, who di! MW 
_ fuck woo Hey as the Magicians ' of, te 
King of Egypt could oppoſe none 
qual to them. We may fee in 0 
Author other Things on this Subje 
hich deſerve to be ſeriouſly weigh 4 
and contidered by 1 hinking and Lear 
28; Men. Mr. Lock had begun a Dif- 
ſertation on this Head in his Poſth»- 
en Works, of w View We bave _ ny 
in 8 e 12. Art. 3. 


7 


r 5 


Dr. Clark infers from what he \ has 


here laid down, that the true Definiti- 
on of a Miracle, in om Theological 


Senſe of the Word, an Ope- 
ration wrought in an reed n 


ner, (or differing from the ordinary 
manner in which Providence uſually 
Works,) by the Intervention either of 


God himſelf, or that of ſome Intelli- 
gence ſuperior to Men, in order 


to give Teſtimony to ſome ; coin IT 


cular. Doctrine or Perfon. If a Mira- 


cle wronght after this manner is not 
contradicted and oppos'd. by a _— 
rior Power working a greater, or 


not employ'd to confirm 2 Doctrine ab. 


iurd and N in it elf, or 
Immoral in its Tendency, (w chick. no 


Miracle haves can ever prove or 


confirm) then we "ag; look upon this 
Doctrine as Divine 8 the berſon 


who.” Preaches it, ſent by ea- 


the Lui 24 T hat the Mirades: 9 


Chriſt prove his Divine Milſion, be- 
cauſe He taught nothing that was un- 


reaſonable in it ſelf, and that did not 


er” to promote piely and Virtue; and 


that no greater Miracles than what He 
perfornyd” could be wWroue cht in 84 
tion to Him. 
He infers, 34, 4 hat: tis im perti- 
neatly Objected, that we prove the Do- 
zrine by the Miracles, and Miracles 


i the . in a Circle. For the Do- 
ctrine might have been true, without 
being Reveal'd by God, and the Mira- 


— 822 2 * q [JF 
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5). 


cles ſhew, that it is not only True, WM 
but Divine. The Doctrine don't prove 


the Divinity of the Miracles, but on- 1 


any but a good End or Delign; and 
then if the Pact is certain, we have 


indecd the Effects of a Divine power. 
akcrib'd 0 Apollonius Hanæus, even al- 


_ Jowing the Truth of the Facts, . were 
not Diyine Miracles; becauſe they were 


ly that they. don't ſerve and tend to , 


reaſon to believe the Miracles to be 


He infers, 4thly, That the Miracles, 


not. * rought 10 prove any new Do- = 
l nor had any ſcope and tenden- 


but to confirm and eſtabliſn the 


e Abſurdities, and even the grof- 4H 


ſt Ado. 


Subject, proves the Truth of the Di- 


. 


by the Teſtimony of his Apoſtles; 
Which has all the poſlible Characters of 
Truth, and which has. alſo been faith. 
fully convey d down to us. 


Pap. 286 


After this, Dr. Clark returning to his 


vine Miſſion of Chriſt by the Prophe- 
cies that foretold his coming, and by 
thoſe which He himſelf predicted, and 
which were accompliſn'd, and laſtly, 


Propoſ. XV. They who wont, by the T 
Arguments before mentioned, be con- 
yinc'd or the Truth of the Chriſtian Re- 
_ Vgion, ang be fr NG io make it the 

"Rule 


CES) . | 
N male -and? "Guide of all their ARioni: 
ould not be eonvincd (ſo far as to 
BM 3nfluence their Practice and reform their 
FR Lives) by any other Evidence whatſv- 
eyer. 'Tis plain from what has been 
here ſaid, that Men are not defird to 
believe the Truth of the Chriſtian Re- 
ligion, without ſuſhcient Proofs hereof, 
much leſs are they deſired to believe _ 
any thing contrary to right Reaſon ; 
or that they embrace any thing becauſe 
incredible ſince; * have all the 
Proofs hereof, that the Nature of the 
Thing was capable of, or that was 
it for God to give, or reaſonable for 
Men to expect. The Reaſon why Infi- 
Dae rejec the Goſpel, is nor at all. the 
: Weakneſs or Deficiency of its Proofs, 
s their Luſts and Paſſions that prevent 
W ticir yielding their aſſent to it, and 
Vhilſt hey: continue under the Domini- . 
on of theſe, they neither will nor can 
| be convinc'd. One would in vain riſe 
from the Dead to reclaim them, be- 
© cauſe that after their Fear was a lit- 
tle, over that was occaſioned by this 


? 5 

: Apparition, they would relapſe back = 

aan into their former State and Condi- 

— tion. * And I doubt not but there would, 

5 be found Perſons that would rather Nn 

e Hoss to aſeribe this to the Power of E. “ 


2 Diabolical Magick, than to a Divine _ 

Power?z there being ſome Perſons, who _ 

have 2 much er Inclination and 
Dil⸗ 


3 0 78 y J 
Diſpoſition - to fear the Devil, and be 
lieve whatever is ſaid of his Power, than 1 
to believe and fear God. But we hae 
largely treated of the Reaſons, that en. 
gage Men in Unbelief and en, in 
a diſtinct Tract. 
Af Nen were but (impartial in thi 1 
reſpect, and diſposd to embrace -what- 
ever Truths were well -prov'd, and 0 
ſubmit to their - neceſſary conſequence 
they could not fail to embrace the Chri- 
ſtian Religion, even tho' it were ſu; 
ported and confirm'd with far fewer 
8 . ol . able Proofs than ijt 
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II. 4. Letter 10 Mr. Dodwell, where- 
in all the Arguments in his ks piſtolary : 
_ Diſcourſe againſt the 1 of 
the Soul, are particularly adn | 
and the Jud nent of the Fathers 
concerning it truly repreſemed by the 
* Author,” We Edit. 8vo. FN 
9 | 


WAS. not to be expected, that 
Mr. Dodwells Paradoxes, in ſo 
i carned and Knowing, an Age as ours, 
and in'a Country, where there are ſo 
many truly Learned and Able Men as in 
: Frgland, ſnduld long remain without 

" Anſwer. And accordingly. there have 
bes 1 ſeveral Authors who have return'd 


them one; but I have only ſeen thoſe 
ot Dr. Clark, which are indeed alone 
| ſufficient to overthrow this Authors 
| new Syſtem, rho? no other Perſon had 
ever engaged in the Controverſie. lle 


has only undertaken in this Letter, (which. 


1 addreſs d to Mr. Dodwell himſelf) to 5 | 
refute what he has advanced concern- 


ing the Natural. Mortality of Humane 
Souls, (aud which has given 2 to 
our acute Author to clear * mM 
Os. 5 - Tr ito, 


ſtrate, and confirm, the Dodtin of t. 


ever was done by any other before,) 
without inſiſting upon ſuch incident 

Queſtions, as this Learneck Man ha! 

mixed and brought into this Contr. 
verſie, which being in great Number, 
might furniſh Matter for ſeveral Vo- 
James, if they were all to be Particu- 
lar ly examined. 


Manner, ſhew?d "Mr Dod well that he had, 
by his new Doctrine of the natural Y 
Mortality of Humane Souls, given o. 
caſion to our Modern Infidels and 1i- 
bertines to expoſe. and ridicule wha: 
the Chriſtians believe and teach co:- 


0 Pag. 9. 


this Caſe that wicked Men would not 
have been puniſn'd with the ſame kind 
and degree of Puniſhment they are no 0 
is to repreſent God as an unjuſt 
arbitrary Being, who, without taki g 


Creatures, and proportioning a due Pu. 


Notion and Opinion of lis, wherein he | 
affirms, that unleſs the Angels had f.!- | 
len, there had been no ſuch Place as 


Sinners and Tranſgreſſors alike, 1 
virtually or e as he os 


(89 


8 ically, and Natural emmortalit) 
The Soul , more and better than 


After having, in a grave and ferien 
cerning its Immortality, he then * firſt 
of all expoſes the Abſurdity of that 
Hell, and ſhews him, that to affirm in 


care of rendring exact Juſtice to his 


niſhment for every Crime,, treats 


8 fer 


prefer 21 (chat is to 5 6 y explain- 


ng, their onduct, without av ing a · 
fy: regard to their Deſign and Inte n- 


tion) they joimd and allociated them 


{:]yes with the Devil, 1 e to 
the. Divine Authority 3 a 


or that part of Be $ yſtem, where hc 


pretends Men were hot capable of this 


Sin and Crime before the Promulgati- 


on of the Goſpel, becauſe the Devil 1 
s not till chen declar d the Eremy 
, 01 Jod ; and that tis only in this vir- 


tual of interpretative union and afloci- 


ation With the Devil, that the proper 
Helnouſneſs and odioummeſs of Sin con- 
its. He ſhews him, 2dly, That by Uis Pa. 17 


Aiſtinguiſning not only the Sen! 4555 
om the Mind Troupe, or the Senſitive 


Soul from the Intelligent, buc alſo, the 
ſmmortalixin 5 Spirit which God ſuperadds | 


aud unites hereunto, he has propcled 


an unintelligible Notion, and that one 
can't know what he means by this 
laſt Spirit, altho? he endeavours ro find 


this Opin on in ſome Texts of the ho- 


/ Scripture, which he ſtrains and per- 
fers ro this purpo ſe. : And, 3dly, He Pap. 29. | 
turther | ſhews , bin, what a falſe and 

lack Notion and Idea, this gives us 
vf the Goſpel, which is. Wa a Do- 


trine of Mercy, to rep preſent it as 
the only Cauſe and Occaſion of ;Eternal 


Tor ments at Puniſnment, to which 
EW 


here alſo 
daews the , Abſurdity of his Opinion, 


pits 


Men would not otherwiſe have been ſubject, B8 
Whatever Sins they had committed, i 
ſince in this Caſe, according to him, 
they would only have been abandond WW 
to their Natura Mortality; and that 
ptures to the. laſt 'depree, to reſtrain I 
and confine the Lal” dent een pc = 
ken of, only to ſach as have heard tb 
Goſpel, as the Author ſhews, at gre! 
length. At h That he contradicts, au 
is inconſiſtent with himſelf in ſeverel 
& reſpects, ſpeaking of this Soul and 8 
it, which ſeems to proceed from ih: 
Impropriety of ſome, and the great . Y 
ſcurity of others of Mr. Dodwels | 
Preſſions, who is very far from being | 
Pag. 31. clear and perſpicudus Writer. 5% 
hat he ſeems inclind to the Opinion 
of thoſe Philoſophers, who belien dee 
Sehſitive Soul © reſembled the Vapour o! 
ſuch Corpuſcles or Effluvia as flow WW 
from fragrant and odoriterons Bodies; 4 i 
 Confuderdtion,  (Fays, Mr. Dodwell,) which 
 aloge is ſufficient to ſhew, it can” Hut 
uno pretence to any Natural Immoptaliry. i 
Dr. Clark treats this as. one of the great. $ 
eſt Abſurdities, and that only could bave 


IPRS... flow a from | the greate Conſuſton of Ideas 
of NT Spoſſible. elt does indeed ſeem that the 


Clerc. 


Learned Man he here refutes, had 73 
2 the leaſt Taſte or Tinctureèe of ſo nd 
„ hiloſophy, nor any Idea of theſe Mat- 

ters, beſides What a very dark, ine 


Cale 


cate and confugd kind of Platoniſm 


(and this 190 miſunderſtood) had given 


* | 


Tis certain, ſays our Author, that 
the Soul can't be Material, not only 
from the Excellent Faculties that, we 
may perceive therein, ſuch as its Un- 
derſtanding, and which is of vaſt reach 
and extent in ſeveral reſpects, its Me- 
mory and Judgment, its Faculty of Rea- 
ſoning, together with all its other 
Powers and Virtues, from all which, 


Arguments have been brought by the 


Greateſt ' and Wiſeſt Men of all Az 
pes, "EYE. -- from the Tunes of Socrates 
and ”lzro, down to our own, to prove 
its Immateriality and Immortality; but 
even the ſame thing is demonſtrable 
alſo from the ſingle Conſideration of 
hare Senſe, or Copſciouſyeſs. “ For Mat- 
„ter being a diviſible Subſtance, con- 


actually ſeparate and diſtinct Parts; 
ce "tis plain, unleſs it were eſlentjallß 


| © Conſcious, in which Caſe, every Par- 


& ticle of Matter muſt conſiſt of in- 


e numerable, ſeparate, and diſtinct con- 


« {ciouſneſſes, no ſyſtem of ir, in any 


I © poflible Compoſition or Diviſion, can 
© he one individual conſcious Being: 


* For ſnppoſe three, or three Hundred 
e Particles at a. Mile, or any given 
„ diſtance ore from another, is it poſ- 
« fhle that all theſe ſeparate . 
V e ſhould 
Pe OW 


« fiſting always of. Separable, nay, of N 
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© ſhould in that State be one individ. 
41 conſcious Being? Suppoſe" then, all 
De theſe Particles brought together into 
* one Syſtem, ſo as to touch one ano- 
ther; will they thereby, or by any 
Motion or Compoſition. waatſoever, 8 
„ become any whit leſs truly diſtin} | 
"© Beings, than they were at the gre2t- i 
c eſt Diſtance ? How then can tber 
« being diſposd in any poſſible Syſtem, 
ee make them one individual conſcious 
2 Being ? If you ſuppoſe God, by lu. 
Le infinite Power, ſuperadding conſciou(- 
4 yeſs to the pad. Particles, yet #t!! 
<« theſe Particles being really and nece/- 
„ farily as diſtin& Belhps as ever, C2119 
d be themſelves the Subject in which If 
* that individual conſciouſneſs inhercs; 
put { Conſciouſneſs can only be If 
4 ſyperadded by the Addition of fome- iſ 
ae thing, which in all the Particles, mul: 
_ mill” it ſelf be but one individ, 
„Being; The Soul therefore, whole 
5 Power of Thinking is vundeni- 
„ ahly one individual Conſciouſneh, 
tc cannot be poſſibly. a Material Subs 
OED te ſtance. 

Pag, 34. Bre Ci thews, arbly, That Mr. De 4. 
well has not rightly underſtood. thol 
 Faſlages and Expreſſions of the Fat 
which this Learned Man cited, as fa. 
vourable to his Syſtem and io” apps | 

We can't inſiſt on + here; but 
: certain in general, that. mop Auto: 


1 
do & 4 


„ „ 
1on't write ſufficiently clear upon this 
ccafion, to make us take all their con- 
tusd and uncertain Reaſonings, which 
they propoſe and bring often on this 


Head, and all their doubtful and am 
biguous Expreſſions, for their real Sen- 
timents and Opinions on this Subject. 
Neither is it a ſure or ſafe Way of 
Arguing, to reaſon too ſabtilly vpon 
their obſcure Expreſſions and confusd 


Ideas. Our Author, for Example, owns Pap. 
that Tertullian believ'd the Soul corpo- 
real, whence its Mortality neceſſarily 


follows, | But altho' this conſequence is 


indeed neceſſary, yet Tertullian neither 


aw, nor own'd it; and if he had ſeen 


i, be would certainly have abandon'd this 
Opinion. It follows hence, ſays Dr. 
is in- 

decd againſt Mr. Dodwell, however the 


Carb, that Tertullian's Authority 


ge 


8 


Conſequence of his Opinion may ap- 


dear favourable to him. 


} 


ſequence flowing from his Doctrine. For 


Pear . He accuſes 

him of Reaſoning wrong, when he ſays, 

the Church did not declare it ſelf againſt 

this Dactrine of Tertullian, which ſuppo- 

ſes the Natural Mortality) of the Saul; 

410, thence concludes, that the Church 

therefore approv'd it. He affirms that 

tullian's Philoſophy in no ways ſap - 
poſes the Natural Mortality of Humane 

Souls, tho? our Modern Philoſophy in- 

deed ſhews it to be a neceſſary Con- 


ac expreſly affirms—in ſeyeral Places of 


re 


05793; * 
85 => diſſoluble and Immortal; 1 11 


e inſtructilis aliunde, quam divifiil 15 * 


5 _ Gilis & diſſolubilis; þ diſſolubilis jam nos 


1 41 e e; nam &. dividi di 
eſt, & difſolus mori et. There arc 15 : 
veral other Things equally ſtrong | 
BD the ſame Chapter, and that ſeem in. 


not therefore believe that ſuch ſort of 
1 Authors are of a certain Opinion, voy 
_ becauſe. it has a neceſlary Conne jon 


\ (85 


his Book of the Soul, that 'tis Im mot. 
tal; and reckons among other f 
Opinions of the Philoſophers which | 
hy occaſhion to Hereſies, that particy. | 
larly of fome among them, that d, tn , 
the Immortality of the Soul, Ch. V. Hel 
| denies that the Soul increaſes in i s 
Subſtance, leaſt it ſhould ſeem to. . 
_ Jow from thence, that it were Mor tal 
and periſhed, ©. 37, and 38. And te | 
expreſiy affirms, that all Mankind n 
riſe again to Berna or Mifery, * 
the laſt. Day. his Apolog. ch. 48. 
He * alſo ſays hog the 144% Chapter 7 
1 Leis Book of the Soul, that tis ſimple, n 
no way compounded. and conſequently in 


were diſſoluble and com pos d, it were || 
obnoxious to M lortality. inpulari 2 4 
quin & ſimplex, & de ſuo tota eft, 


bY 2 Jer quia nie diſſolubilis. Si enim fl. 


im mort alis. Itaque quia non mortalis, ne. 


conſiſtent with Tertul/ian's Doctrinc of 
the Materiality of the Soul. We muf 


with ſome Principles They | own. and 
We | | malut 1 


en 


naintain- No; to do this with any 


r- 

5 ſort of aſſurauce, they muſt, have deli 

„ ered themſelves, and. deglar'd their 
en 9 clearly, and fully, and poſitively 
5% Noro this occaſion. | 
He Ind upon this account alſo, we ought, 

its pardon Mr. Dodwell himſelf; ime of 


| (394 Principles, which being .a little tog 


Libertiniſm, at leaſt may give ſome ad- 
vantage to our. modern Infidels and Free- 


bat may be drawn from his Doctrine. 


ter urg'd, ſeem te lead and tend ta 


„ iicokers} altho' Dr. Clark would make Pap. 63. 1 
.2 Miin anſwerable for the . Conſequences 


and He: ſhews.in the 8th place, that Mr. 
edel was miſtaken, when he aff rm'd 

if ir Urbat the immortalixing Spirit (theſe are 
ere is own Terms) was not believd by the | 


4345, any, ingredient in the Nature of 


licts himſelf in bis Rcaſonings about 
Opinion of the Philoſophers. 92hly, 
bat he confounds the neceſſary Im- 


Humane Saul; and that he contra- 


Pag 76. 


„ 15 ortality, which can properly belong to 
2 20d only, and even the , Pre-exiſtence 
„ Souls, with natural Immortality ; , and 


that what” the Fathers condemn'd in 


ee Philoſophers Doctrine on this gccali- = 
„ of Wi, concern'd only either their Belief 
wo f ihe Pre-exiſtence of Souls, or that 
++ of Neceſſary ene which ſome of 
only {bein afcrib'd to them, and not at all 


ion ei natural Immortality. a0rbly, That 
l not true, nor de not follow, that 


Pag. 725. 


ES ; ; . . 


Pag. 74. 


0 | Pag.33, 


ſeveral Parts, to ſay and affirm, . 5 i 


\ uy 


ſpel * lays 


ner as we haye already ſeen in th. 


Abſtract of his former Book. 117% | 
He ſhews that Mr. Dodwell has given 
u very far-fetch'd, ſtrain'd and for 


Cocoon” of ſeveral Paſſages of thi 


oly Scriptures, in order the better | 


5 accommodate them to” nis own Sy- 


does, that the Souls of Men, 


naturally Mortal, yet dor't die 105 ny 


their Bodies, nor periſh by any natur 


Death, but ſubfiſt in a ſeparate State 
and that ſach of them, as are not Ii. 
mortaliz'd to Hap} ineſs or Puniſhmc:, 
-Are- preſerv'd to the Day of Judgment 
at Which time the Fire of the genere 
Conflagration will deſtroy them, at 1:4 


ſo far, as to cauſe them loſe all mare 


and degree of Feeling and Senſation. 


The Doctor thus urges aud bali 


his ON} to the aſt, tho Te 


ip art; 


becauſe Life and Immortality ate re. 
veal'd in the Goſpel, that therefore it 
is not capable of deing prov vd or de. 
monſt rated from Nen ſince all the 
Moral Obligations that the Go | 
us under, may be prov'd in the fame man. 


ſtem and Opinions; and this is wr 
will be readily granted our Author, |] 
For this Learned Man was no warf 
happy in his, Explication of the Text | 
of Scripture. He ſhews him, 12% 
That his Syſtem is not uniform, nor 
all of a piece, or well connected in 


ſpares him upon ſome occaſions, ſuch 
t chat of our Saviour's Preaching the 
de. WM Gofpel to the Dead, and adminiſtring 
tte MW i+ptifn among them, which ſome of - 
lays | the Anctents believ'd, and which our 
in. Naathor is content to range only with 
the nose Things that are doubtful and ob- 
ven 9 | 
red , 


Fi I 


ctter | 
81 f 
What | 1 
thorx, * 
Ways! 
Texts 
2 h. 
„ br 
in iu 
8 ne 
tho 
with 
Atural 
State; 
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"ment, 
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IV. 10 Letter: to. gt [ 
Dodwell, containing ſome. Woes | | | 
on 4 pretended Demonſlyaticn of ths 3 
 Irmmateriality and natural t 2 
lit of the Soul, in Mr. Clai 7 
Anſwer to his late Epfolany Dj: 3 
courſe, 1707. 8v0. rig. 16. = 


i v. 4 Defence of an Are wment e 
0 of in 4 Letter to Mr. Dodw:! 1 
1 prove the e iality and natu-1 

EY "a Immortality of he Soul, 707.1 
deo. Pag. 32. 


Have 1 theſe two Titles 1 

ther, becauſe in ſpeaking of the G 
jections that have been made to Dr. Clark 
we muſt neceflarily have mentioned We 
Anſwers, elſe mult have Tepeate:. the 
Oßhbjections a ſecond Time, to have 1 12de 
his Anſwers underſtood. 1 
There have been Five Objedtions made 
him. The fir of which „ that Js 
individual Fac: 4100 may e, 1 a Vi 
of Matter, a: 4 (ſweet Smell in a K 5 
for inſt ance : ; . that we may the een 


fuppoſe the ſame thing of Thought. 5 


„„ 


1 Kr * 


e 
Clark anſwers, on the, contrary, that the 
Fat is abſolutely falſe, and even chat 
it implies a Contradiction, that any far 
calty whatſoever ſhauld veſide in à Maſs 
of Matter, and differ from thoſe Which 
belong to cach of its Parts; whereupon 
he obſerves, that all Properties or Qua- 
ties whatever may be reduc'd to three 
I 8 
Firſt, There are Qualities that, pro- 
perly, ſpeaking," inhere in the corporeal 
dubſtauce to which they are aſcrib'd ; 
and with reſpe& to theſe Qualities, tis 
A plain, they are nothing elſe bur the 
„ and Reunion of the ſeveral Qualities 
of the ſame kind, that are in all its 
J tarts. Such are the Magnitude and 
- Motion of Bodies, which are indeed no- 
707, 1 thing | but the Magnitude and Motion of og 
I 21! their Parts united together. If 
Thought could be a Quality really in- 
herent . in Body, or a Maſs of Matter, 
it could be nothing elſe but the Sum 
or reſult of the Thoughts of all its 
diſſerent Parts, and ſo there would be 
I any Thoughts or internal Self- con- 
ſelonſneſſes, as there are Parts in the 


cds own, entirely abſurd. From all 
ihe poſſible Compolitions and Diviſions. 


ne in a Maſs of Matter, or be pro- 
4-5-1 | : 


e from it, but meer NMagnitudes; 


Jol Mater, wbich_is, as we mut 


Jof Magnitude varied to Infinity. during 
all Eternity, nothing could poſſibly a- 


_ (O89. 

at an the at Compo tons and 
Diviſions of Motion, could” never pro. 
duce any thing beside Motion. Sound 
may as well be join'd and united 25 3 
Colour, or Colour with Smell and 0. 
dor, or any Quality whatever fi. 
ſiſt without a Subject, as tis poſſib!: 


tat a Faculty ſhould reſide in à Va 


Quality inkerent in thar Flower, Vt! 


Mode of a Thinking Subſtance, «: 1 
| "Beſides this, theſe Qualities ©: 


of Matter, without being divided in | 
Proportion into all the Parts of thi | 
whole taken apart, as in the whole, 
when they are all united together. 
Seſcbnaly, There are other Qualities, 
which we conſider as individual Facul. J 
ties, which reſult from the whole Maß, 
without | being in each of its Parts [1 
Buch are the Smell and Colour of cer. 
tain Bodies. But this is only a vulgat | 
and groſs Error. Tis falſe that they 1 
reſult from the whole Maſs properi q 
ſpeaking; neither can they in any ©! 
be conſidered as individual Pacul!ic ies, | x 
Theſe are not res! Qualities of the 
whole Mais, but only Effects it occaſ- 
_onally_ produces in other Subſtances, 
whoſe Qualities therefore and Modes of 
: Being indeed properly they are. 10. 
we know very well, that the feet 
Smell of a Roſe, is not properiy 2 


a Senſation of his who feels it, or th! 


1 ve. individual Faculties, | in "hath 


a 
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genſe they are aſcrib'd to Matter. The 
are individual Modes only, in t 


4 thinking Beings that perceive them A 
F not i fie Bodies, Which are only the 
9 8 of Foch Perceptions, This 1 18 
h. at ought to be affirm'd of, and ap- 


de | 1 „d to all ſenſible Qualities. Ee 
als | Thindly, There are other Qualities, 


ä: —_ﬀxC rr iz 4a. 


in Powers, or Faculties, ſuch as Magnetiſm, | 


hi; WM fieftrick Attractions, which are not in- 


de, Jerd real Qualities exiſting in any ſub- 
a, but only abſtract Names, that ex- 


ics, press the Effects of certain Motions of 
"1h ſome Particles of Matter. Even Gravi- 
af, MY cation it ſelf, is not a Quality inherent 
arts in Matter, or what can reſult from a- 
der- ny Diſpoſition of its Parts, but dnly 
car the Effect of a regular and conſtant 
hey Operation of ſome other Being acting 
der upon it. 5 
K Aualities muſt be reduced. to one 
111cs. Jof theſe three Kinds; and the Queſtion 
he ff then is, whether Thought be one ef 
al- them. it can't be denied to be inhe- 
ce rent in a Thinking Subſtance ; and the 
les of WI Argument of the Author to prove thar 
Ibis this Subſtance is compos'd of. no part, 
sweet BN but muſt be a fimple or immaterial one, 
ty 4 all ſubſiſts in its full force. 


but 
K che 
eis Parts, ſeparate and diſtinct, may 


Now be ondow'd with this Power and Fa- 


Twas. objected, 24h), That if *tis i 
poſhble for a Maſs of Matter to think, 


_ ares ünce it is only required, that 4 | 


r. * 
—— 2 — ——̃ Vſ— 44 + Is 


Thing be an individual Being to be 
pable hereof. He anſwers, that ſuppo. 
1ing one part of Matter were a real [n. | 
dividual, that is to ſay, an Indiviti)!: 
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Being, it would not follow thence, it 


muſt be capable of Thought; for tho 
Diviſibility may be one good Rea i 
to prove a diviſible Being incapable of 
Thinking, it does not tollow thence, | 
that whatever is indivifible, is "there. 
fore capable of Thought. This is not 
the only Thing neceſſary for this bur. Z 
poſe. But, 2dly, Suppoſing even this, 
then the principal Parr of the Dodtrin 3 
in Diſpute remains certain, viz. Thar al 
HBeing which Thinks, muſt be, if not in. || 
material, yet naturally Immortal. For 
what is indiviſible in its own Nature, 
can neither by Time, nor any other 
Power in Natute, receive any Alterati- 
on, either in its Subſtance or Qualitics, 
but muſt ever continue the ſame. Ve- 
ſides all this, he anſwers, in the 17. 
and laſt Place, that what the. Objection 
= ſuppoſes is impoſlible, viz. that any part 
of Matter ſhould be indiviſible, as ai! 
_ thoſe who know never ſo little Philo- 


ſophy muſt neceſſarily own. And our 


Author therefore ſhews the Abſurdit 
of the Objection in this Suppoſition. 
Twas objected, 3dly, That ws 
that inward conſciouſneſs imply'd ! 

viſibility, and Indiviſibility, 1 1 8 55 . 

in ot 9 N is not LS the Na. 


ür 
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„ 
rural Immortality of the Soul, or of an 

1mmaterial Being that thinks, nothing 
heing prov'd naturally Immortal by the 
Suppoſition of the Soul's .Immareriality, 
but the Subſtance of the Soul; for 
Thinking being only an Action, it 
may commence after the F.,uiſtence of 


its Subject, and periſh or ceaſe to ex- 


iſt, its Subject ſtill remaining. Our Au- 
thor anſwers hereunto, that the contra- 
ry of this is certainly true, and chat 


an Immaterial Thinking Being, is it ſelf 


naturally Immortal, becauſe every Sub- 
ſtance that is 1ndiviſible, is thereby not 
only incapable of being deſtroyed by a- 


bother Creature, (for we may—ſay 


his, even of diviſible and extended Sub- | 
ſtances) but allo none of its Qualities 


or Modes of Being, are capable of tut- Oe 
ſexring any Change or Alteration from any 


>ther natural Agents or Caules whatever, - 
Every real Quality inherert in any Sub- 


| ſtance, is either a Mode of that Sub- 
| ſtance, or à Faculty added thereunto 


by the immediate Power of God; and 


either in the one or other of theſe Ca- 
ſes, 'tis evident that no Quglity can be 


altered by any meer natural or crea- 
ted Agent, which can cauſe no Altera- 
tion (at leaſt with reſpe&t to the Diſ- 
poſition of parts) in a ſimple and in- 
livifible Subſtance. Wheretore the Saul 
and every other ſingle. Being that is 


| endow'd with © Self-conſciouſnels, and the 
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5 „„ 
power or Faculty of Thinking that 
 fides, in it, as well as the Immateria! 
Subſtance it ſelf in which it reſides, 275 
naturally Immortal, againſt whatever 2. 
ny finite or created Being or Agent 

can do, The Truth and Certainty af. 
this Reaſoning appears plain from what 
we obſerve, even in the Material 


World it ſelf, wiz. That whatever | 
Changes happen naturally therein, e- 


ſpe& only the Diſpoſition of the parts 
of Bodies that are oom pos'd of others. 
The original Parts of Matter themſelves, 
perfectly Solid and Indivifible, (not in 
their own Nature, but only to created 4 


Beings) never ſuffering any change, not 


only as to their Subſtances, but even as 
to their Qualities and Properties from 
ſuch Agents. That kind of Bodies we 
call Simple or Elementary ones, remain 


ing ſtill the ſame. - 2 4 


Twas. objetted, arbly, $0 Dr. CI- 
That even, according to his own. Re 
ſoning, a Maſs or Parcel of Mat- 
ter being made (by a cloſe union 1:16 


cC.0ouherence of its Parts) one individual 


Being, it might then become a Think 
ing Subſtance, or that an immateris! 
Being might become, capable of Divi\- 
on, and conſequently incapable of Think- 
ing, allowing, viz. that. Exten en 


don't exclude the Idea of Immaterial 


ty, as has been the Opinion of ſevcr:! 
great Modern Philoſophers. © Dr. C7 
e V To og” 


Rea- 
Mat- 
aud 


anal 


UKE 
erial 


jviſſ⸗ 
113K» 
[141.07 
rial 
V era 
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we Obſerve 


** iſe 

An 

= Self- conſciouſneſs clearly 
curly ſnews, as we have already feen. 

As the: khown and obvious Proper ties of 


ich: In the ſame. 
; conteſtable Properties of Immaterial Be- 


ble or ſtand 


and united with 
of Self-conſciouſneſs and Indiviſibility ; . - 
this is indeed a nice and difficult Que- 

Lion, but no way neceſſary to bo de. 


97) 


anſwers, That the Caſe is widely Aiffes . 
rent, becauſe that Matter being plain- 
ly compos d of diſtin&t parts, its Idea 
neceſſarily includes Diviſihility ; but we 
can obſerve no Qualities in immaterial 
Beings” that imply it. Nor can we in- 
fer any thing e elke from the Properties 


Beings that are no more capable of ba- 
ing divided, than annihilated, that is 
to ſay, Þeings, whoſe ENences are ne- 
ce!lartly-, 000, und their Subſtances indi- 
ſo long as they continue in Be- 
This is hat the ſingle Propert7 
and ſufhci- 


24 
CI 


8070 prove evidently that *tis Diviſi- 
le, whatever other latent and unknown 
os lities it may he beſides endow'd 
manner the ia 


ings prove plainly that they are indi- 


| vilible, | whatever other unknown Qua- 


lities or . they may be capa- 
poſſeſt of 
far Indiviſibility ON be confiltent with 
ſome ſort or kind ot Extenſion, ot 

hat unknown Properties may be joun'd 
the knowu Properties 


ded in the preſent Debate. We ſhall 
MM 5 only 


in them, but that they are 


I tis ask d, hoer 


ſwers, that tho? all Creatures endow'! 


„ 
only ſay, that as we can demonſtrate 
that, the Parts of ſimple Space are a) 
ſolutely inſeparable z it ought, not to be 
look'd upon as an unſurmountable Diff 
culty to imagine, all immaterial Being 
and Intelligences (ſuppoſing Space not 
excluded Non their Idea) in this te. 
ſpect to reſemble it, or Wo famething 
in common therewith. e eee 
Laſtly, or Sthiy, "Twas abjetina,. tha, 
according to this Reaſoning of Dr, C 
all Creatures endow'd with, Senſe, 5 
made equal to Men, and rendred as π¹]9 | 
capable of Eternal Happinefs as he; c * 
that, to avoid the force of this Rea 
ning, they muſt be all turn d into Mach. 
or their Souls annihilated at the Death 
of their Bodies, therefore, &c. He . 


with Senſe, have fomethiag certainly in. F 
material in them, yet that it don: i 
thence follow, either that they mult be 


. neceſſarily annihilated on the Dezti: ©: 
" their Bodies, or that they muſt be c. 


8 ſemble him, was nothing at all; or That 


pable of an Eternal Happineſs equal) 
with Man. This is as if one ſhould c. 
clude, that whatever did not exactly ce. 


becaule the Stars were not in ere 

thing like the Globe of the Earth, tha! 
en they could not be Globes. We 
may well believe that God, who an 
Omnipoteur and infinitely Wife Agent, 
bas ways of diſpoting of his Creatr® cs 


* | 5 | unkno 


9 


* a pable of Framing any Ideas and No- 


| He pleaſes, annihilate ſenſitive Souls at 


with Humane Souls, tho void of all na- 
S tral Principles of Mortality. He may 
allo, without annhilating them, either 


ty, or canſe and make them paſs thro' 


e Py 88 
unknown to us at preſent. He can, if 
the Death of their Bodies, tho? they were 


naturally Immortal; and He might e- 
ven do thus, if He had thought fit, 


1cuce them to a State of Pure Inattivis 


an infinite' number of various States and 
Conditions, of which we here are not 


tion. 


| VI. if Reply 10 2. Clark's p 
e his Leiter to Mr. Dodwell, with 
4 Poſtſcrivt relating to Mr. Miles E 
Anſwer to Mr. Dodwell's Epiſtol ar 
Diſcourſe Lond. 1700. 8vo. p. 48. 


VII. 4 Second. Deferſe of an + drow 


ment made aſe of 3 1% 4 Letter to. 9 


M.. Dod well, to prove the im- 


teriality and Nuri Immortalit | 
0 the Soul, tit s Letter to the Author 1 
of « Reply to Mr. Clark's Defenſe 5. ö 
&c. Lond. 1707. doro. Pag. 54. } 


us Narr of Dr: at. 37 
- NO ways known to me, at lea, 
that 1 know of; but it appears that ” 
is à Friend of "Mr - 3 and that 
he would change and alter the Fans 
. where his Learned Friend made ſo in- 
different an Appearance, to divert the 
Publick from that View and Pro- 
ſpect, and engage it in that of a 
Metaphyfcal Diſpute, that ſo they might 


the ſooner and ealier be brought to be⸗ 


lieve, that this was a Controverie « ot 
n Moment r Importance, but on 
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ated to Metaphyſical Niceties, and 
i Subtleties, in deſending 
which, Mr. Dodwells Adverſaric: might 
de equally perplex'd and entangicd, as 
e in oppoſing them; at leaſt in his 


+ W{Wicply be urges no new Dif Mcujtics to 

„ Ie Doctor, but only endeavours to pur 
3 zle and entaugle him by doubtful and 
_ NEE Exprefſio: 1s, or by putting a- 
„ her Senſe, On. thoſe of his Adverfary, 
6. n they really and naturally have. 


As Dr. Clark commends him for his 
1mdour and Ingenuity, we ought yet to 
bet eve his Adverſary was tincere in his 


758 1 furt her urging his Doubts and Objecti- 
7 But as we have not room here to 
122 1 enter into any detail, and that as ſuch 
20 Wa Dctail would neither be ag recable nor 
wits. nicrn] to the molt part of Readers, we 
”— ail refer the Curious to rhe Originals, 

= ad. Ou here put down. the propoſi- 
„ie in to which Dr. Clark has reduc 4 
alt, Reaſonings. . 
F Be bn t leaſt we miſlake or witeprehh end 
that u 2 Expreſſion he has frequent occalion 
ene, 10 uſe, as we may have alrcady ſeen 
in- bat precedes, he obſerves, that by 
ne erm Conſciouſneſs, he underſtan 8 hero 
pro- oY rently. either that reflexive act b 
of 1 Wit we know t that our Thoughts ar re. 
nem in 0899 proper Thoughts, which 5 


% - 


» be- Wt the Word properly ſignifies, Do. 
ie of e dreck Act of Thinl:ing it ſelf, — 


Power and ee of * Thought, ar 


* nar 


Ol: x 
N 71 
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What is the fame thing, ſi mple Senſui. | 
on, or the Power and Faculty of ech. 
ing in our Selves a Thought, by an 4+ 
of our Will, The Arguments and Rea. 
ſons he uſes, hold equally ſtrong nd | 
good in alt theſe different Senſes of th 
Word or Term. 

I. Every particular Syſtem of Malter, 
conſ {ts of 4 multitude of diſtinct Parts | 
as all Perſons muſt neceſſarily own. | 
II. Every real Quality is inherent | 
ſome subject or other; otherwiſe d 
would conceive this Quality as a Hub- 
Nance. | | | 
HI. No ;ndividoul aud Parker Pr - 
perty and Quality of one Part or Par- 
| ticle 0 Matter, can be the n N 


and particular Quality of another ?: 


ticle. Thus, the Heat of one is nor 
the Heat of another, and tis the Ene ; 


"$6 t0 Gravity, Colour, and Figure. 


if internal Conſciouſheſ: and Senſatin 
were a Property of Matter, the {:: 
__ Conſciouſneſs could not poſſibly be ford 
in two different Particles. For 1: it 
was, then the ſame Thing would be 
one and two at the ſame Time. 
. Every ſimple and real Quality 


that YE (cs in any Syſtem of Matter 
reſides alſo in all the Parts of that 


ſtem. A Quality that ſhould retid- i 


the whole, and not in the parts, v Ad 


be a Proper ty or Onality that re(:-6c 
in 2 A and did not reſide in it; 


| | | (103) | . 
„ vV. Every real and compounded Qua- 
i. y that reſides in any Syſtem of Mat- 
„er, is the Number of limple  Quali- 
1c, W tics that reſide in all the Parts of this 
i W ſtem, one in one Part, and another in 

another. This is what we may ſee in 


Vellow produce a. Green. 

VI. Every real, imple, 
ed Quality that reſults from a Syſtem 
of Matter, but don't reſide in it, that 
iz to ſay, neither in all its Parts di- 
ſtinct, nor in all the Parts of one of 
its Members, agreeably to the two pre- 
celing, Propoſitions, is a Mode or Qna- 
iity of ſome: other Subſtance, and not 
v this. All ſenſible Qualities, which 
we call Secondary ones, are of this fort; 
Heat, Colour, Smell, Taſt, Sound, are 


be Qualities of Bodies to which they 
ate aſcribd, but Modes of Peing ot 
the Soul that feels and perceives them. 
VII. Every ſimple or compounded 
Quality that reſults from a Syſtem of 
Matter, but which don't reſide in it, 
Ichat is to ſay, in all its Parts, in the 
manner that was explain'd above, and 
iich dont reſide neither in- any other 
Subſtance as its Subject, is not at all 
n, real Quality, but muit either be a 

Subſtance, (which indeed appears. 


Nation, ſuch as are all general Noth 


mixt Colours, as when ſimple Blue and 


01 compound- 2 


of this Kind, for they are not really - 


unintelligible) or a Name, or an abſtract _ 


that ii znifies a Paſſage and Refra® io; 


upon our gvard apainſt the common 


(194) 
ons. This Dr. Clark. explains by ſe | 
ral Examples, of which I ſhal) only m men. 
tion one, leaſt 1 be too Jong. Thy; 
the Faculty of Seeing, which we aſcribe 
to the Eye, is not a real Quality ©: 
the whole Þ, e, but only an abſtract Name, 


of the Rays, which in a particular man. 
ner paſs thro” different Parts of the Eye 
which effect is either prevented or 
caſioned by the Interpoſition or Rem: no. 
tion of . opack Body, without e 
Cauſing the leaſt Change or Alter“ '01 

in the Eye it ſelf; 10 that we cant 
ſay this Power or Faculty exiſts in th 
Eye, in the ſame manner when we aſcri'e | 
to a Roſe, the Faculty pf Exciting in | 
us the Senſation of an agreeable and {cer 
Smell, (which was an inſtance that was 
urg'd "ard made uſe of againſt the B 
Gor's Argument) we only employ aid 
uſe an abſtract Name, that ſignifies the 
Motion and Figure of the Parts, nd 
Effluvia that exhale from a Roſe. [! 
we underitand this Word otherwiſe, we 
only deceive our Selves. we ma 44 Bi 
hereby of what Conſequence *tis 15 % 


ambiguous | uſe and "rote of ab!: frat 
Names. 

"i Conftlooſtich, or Internal. < 
; ſation, is neither the Name of an ab- 
| ſtrat Idea (ſuch as thoſe ſpoken of 11 


the 7th Propoſttion;). nor a Power or Fa- 
| | Cult 


C 


: Is | 7065 ) 
'- Wl colty of Exciting different Modes or 
en. Manners of Being in another Subſtance, 
bus ich as are all the ſenfible Qpalities 
190 of Body, of which we poke under Pro- 
Or poſition VI.) but a real (ft lity, truly 
aud properly inherent in its Subject, or 
in that Subſtance which thinks. This 
can ſuffer no difficulty, ſince tis what 
cvery one may feel in himſelf, e 
N. No ra Quality can ever reſult 
or Me from the Compoſition of dif- 
Fre Qualities, ſo as this ſhould ei- 
, | thor become a new Quality in the ſame 
Vubject, or of a different kind from all 
and each of theſe out of which it a- 
roſe, and was compos'd. If this could 
| of hbly be, twere a ſort of Creation 
ont of nothing. From compounded Moti- 
: nothing canpoſſibly proceed but Motion, 
from compounded Magnitudes, any 
hin" beſides Magnirude, from com- 
pounded © Figures, nothing elſe than Fi- 
gures, and from theſe mixed boy 985 
bos d one with another, nothing ca 
proc ed beſides Mazn nene Mation, ahd 
dee figure. A Compotition of Colours can 
to N Gar date nothing to the Ffockie 100 k 
bitra' Hude and Figures, to that of b. orion, 
Lor neceſſary and Mechaical Motions any 


al eg bing to that of a free and voluntary one, 
an 4 Wir ang Mechanical Powers and Forces, to the 
1 Of 11 rea. tion of. ſuchas arc not Mechanical, 


Walt, and of 8 Rind and Sort ver: 7 
. () | | (ift 


Sound, _ nor a Compoſition | Magni- 


: own. 


e Syſtem of Matter, is indeed a \My'. 


dei che Parts of the Brain, that the 


Wien Conſciouſneſs, are all or cach of 
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different from all- others, either know: 
or unknown, that are deſtitute of this 

Senſe and Conſeiouſneſs, can never pos 
ſibly reſult, or flow from any Compo. 
ſition of theſe Qualities. 
l. No individual. Quality can ever 
be trang ported from one Subject to 00 
. This 15 what er on must 


XII. The Ai Spirits and Part li- 
cles of the Brain being ever in peri 
tual Motion, can never be the Seat of 
that Self. conſciouſneſs and inward Sen- 
ſation by which a. Man remembers . 
only what was done „ Years a- 
0, but alſo that he himſelf, this very | 
individual Being, endow'd With this 
Conſciouſneſs, did ſuch Things. This | 
a neceſſary Conſequence from the pre- g 
ceding Propoſition: | 
ES 4) Ho Conſciouſdeſs A; Man has 
> at one and the ſame time, is one ſingle oo 
 ſciouſyeſs, and not any Humber or 
kTitude "of Conſciouſneſſes; as the 0 
dity, Motion and Colour of a. particy 


_ titude of Solidities, Motions, and dill int 
Colours. This is own'd by all ſuch a 


ſuppoſe to form a Subſtance endow 


them endo! d with this Saule or Con. 
ſeioulaeſs. 5 


ones 
XIV. Wherefore Conſciouſneſs can no 
18 ways reſide either in the Subſtance of 
me Brain, or the animal Spirits, nor yet in 
„ay other Syſtem of Matter whatever, 
it is a Property or Quality of ſome 
er mmaterial Subſtance. This is a neceſ- 
me {ry Conſequence from all the preceding 
alt Propoſitions compared together. 
e XV. The Difficulties Which may be 
ti form'd upon the other Qualities of this 
 [,1material Subſtance, as whether 'tis ex- 
tended or not, have no influence upon the 
preſent Debate. There are Abſtract and 
Mathematical Demonſtrations, ſuch as 
theſe of the Diviſibility of Matter to In- 
fnity, of the Eternity and Immenſity of 
the Deity, which are ſubject to almoſt 
vnſurmountable Difficulties, and yet theres 


natters, believes that ſuch Difficulties di- 
miniſn either the Force or Certainty of 
Con- WM theſe-Detmofiſtrations, oo 7 
Soll. 
ltc. 
1 Mu- 
tent 
uch a 
t they 
1dowd 
dach 0 


7 | (n- 


„ nn e, 


no Perſon, who at all underſtands thoſe 
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vill. Neeb, on A. cake Se 
cond De enſe of his Letten to Ile. 
Dodwell. Lond. 15 7 vo. Peg 
as 108 ie HT» 
| IX. it Third. Defenſe 9. an oh, 1. 
1 -_ made uſe of in 4 Letter | 
Mr. Dodwell, t prove the. Im i 
Bs rerieliry and natural Immortalii) | 

cf the Soul, In 4 Letter to -" F 


„ — 4 „ SA».  —_ PY 


Author of tbe - Reflexions on | 

_ Clark's faid raul Lond. 5 : 

| = - * 
$yo. "Ta 94. = = 

: Tu E. Reflexions on the pe Fr 
Anſwer of Dr. Clark, contain .f 
thing new, nor any direct Proof the Gti 
the Soul can be Corporcal or Material; e 
but only ſome Difficulties and Ob) wid it 
ons againſt the Reaſonings of 11 1 
vine. We can't inüſt at any length «7: i 
on it, we ſhall only relate one Exam; 
Pole, upon which they both enlarge fur-ſth 
. cher and longer than upon any other th, 
Ihe Author of theſe Reflexions, Ine 
order. to ſhew that inward Confcioul {1 


7.1 rels may. be form d ee a Concon!! 


9 


= 
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ot particles, which are not them ſelves 0 


endow d 2 ſays, that as the 
Figure of Novndneſs 18 form's. from a 


are not round, and Which are conſe- 


guently of n diflerent Sort and Kind, 
with ſand: to their. Figure; ſo alſo 
may | Conſciouſueſs, proceed. from. n 


1 which themſelves are not conſcious. 


S pretends therefore, that Thought 
may. be... 9 Kind of. Motion, arl ng 


from the, Union and Conjunction 
of divers moving Particles, which yet 


of Motion we call Thought. 


or les rigorouſly, and that Rotundity 


not form'd of particles or Figures - 
Io much different from roundneſs, as we 
ſuppoſe tbeſe Particles or Cor puſcles 8 
wat form Conſciouſneſs are from this 
; Quality. The roundneſs of the Circum- 
ference of a Circle is not ſo ſpeciſical- 
different from the Convexity of theſe 
Iſnall Arche, from which 'tis formd, 
vor the Roundneſs of a Globe, from 
the Convexity of thoſe concentrick Pieces 
that compoſe its ſurtace, as Conſciouſ- 


els is from a round, circular, or a 


ſquare Motion, or w hate ver other kind 
ir PIN: de, Which is its ſelf OL | 
void 


5 


Concourſe of are which themſelves 


may not have in them{cives this Kind 


Dr. Clark ſhews that there's an Equi. ge 
vocation and Ambiguity in theſe Words 


Jad Expreſſions of 4 difereat, aud of the 
e bind, which may be taken more 


"us Bo 


| (ro J 
void and genre of all Senſt and 
Conſciouſneſs, 

As Dr. Clarbs Adverfiry Pretondel 
that Thonght was only a Mode of forme 
general Faculty or Power of Matter, 00 
Fg. 39. even a kind of Motion. The Doctor prove: 
excellently well, that we cant poſſibly 
ſuppoſe Thought 2 Motion, without being 

ia polv'd in the groſſeſt Abſurdity. Tho 

thoſe who are vers'd in the Carrefian Phi. 
loſophy, will readily conceive, chat this is 
8 Point eaſily prov'a, yet ſuch as wil! 
read the! or's Arguments, will find that 
he has repulsd their Adverfaries with 
great deal of Force, and that he has Rea. 
P. 52, [on to conclude, that tis not poſlible f 
Thought to be any kind of Motion, be. 
gaauſe the Idea of Thought, and that l] 
Motion, have nothing in common. Hi 
I Adverſary tells him hereupon, that the l. 
dca he has of Thought is a Chymera, but BY 
that as for him, he conceives it as a par- 
ticular Sort of Motion. Our Author re. Mt 
plies, that if his Reaſoning don't conclude, Mt | 


<4 


there's none that poſſibly can. Suppoſe E 
we wanted to know, if a Square was fame. WM Þ 
thing as a Circle, or a blue Colour a Tait, MF 
we would affirm that the Idea's of theſt E 
Things had nothing in common, t 
were abſolutely different one from a- Mt 
nother, and conſequently could not be the 

| ame, None would ſay, that theſe idcs'; Wi ” 
0 


were Chymerical ones, or under ſuch a Pre. 
tence, refuſe to own, or ſuhmit to tho 


force of this Argument and ann, 
. „ 
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Our Author's Adverſary had defy'd him 
Jo ſhew that his Reaſoning was of any Ad- 
untage to attain the Ends Religion propo-kñꝛ'k: 
s. But he anſwers him extreme well, Pag. 86. 
at if the Opinion he attacks, deſtroys all 
eligion, then his Reaſonings mult be of 
Wc:.ceeding great Uſe and Advantage to de- 
tend it. And he gives here three Reaſons 
r this, which appear deciſive. The firſt 
ereof is, that if the Soul is only a Sy- 
em of Matter, and Thought a kind of 
Wl otion, it would thence follow, that all 
Determination of Motion depending neceſ- Fe. 
frily upon an external Cauſe that produc d nd 
W i, every Thought muſt then be alſo neceſ- HED 
bs, and entirely depend upon external 
„I Cauſes, and then there would be no ſuch 
{I Gaculty in Men, as Liberty, or a Power to 
JW termine themſelves. Now there needs no 
eat Penetration then, to apprehend and 
be fully perſuaded, that Clocks and Ma- 
nes can be any ways concern'd in, or 
ve any thing to do with Religion. 24h), 
lt Thought in Men is oniy a particular 
Sort and Kind of Motion, or any other Pro- 
perty or Quality of Matter whatever, we 
W might then ſay, that all other intelligent 
8 Bcings, even God himſelf, were only mate- 
trial Beings. 34ly, In the Suppoſition that 
a- 5 the Soul is only a Syſtem of Matter, and : 
e Thought a kind of Motion, or any other 
„ operty or Quality of Matter whatever, 
e, Den the Doctrine of the Reſurrecion 
he auld be unconceivable, and were incredi- 
\-, becauſe a certain Portion of Motion 
Wo 0 ITS 


1 1125 

being annihilated, it could never be fa 
again; and yet tis this Inward Self conf 
 onſheſs alone (that he would have only to 
a fort of Motion) that conſtitutes the Men, 
and in which his prineiple of Indiviua. 
on conſiſts. We ſhall ſee all this much 
| better unfolded and diſpley'd in our Au- 
thor. I have not heard that this diſpot 
proceeded further, and 1 believe we biey 
now look upon it 28 Hniſb'd, when wo 5 
that upon one ſide of the Quell on than 
can be produc'd no good Reaſon, nor uf 


or concludin 5 Argument. Thoſe who un. 
love Philoſophy, will red 

Dr. Clark's Works with abundance of Pics. [1 

fore, and will plainly therein ſee, of What 


derſtand an 


; vaſt Vie and Service clear and juſt Pen. 
ning is to maintain and defend trve 
e i 


a "I'S 3 5 8 I . g a 


5 X The Sippinre D Doctrine of hy Trin. 
ty ia Three Parts, wherein all the Tex! 
1 in the New Teſtament relating to tha 
Dacti ine, and the principal Paſſazei 
in ihe Litarg of the Charch of England, 
evt cbllectea, compared, aud cu 4 
TE by Sam. Clark, D. D. c. Lond 1 
N 8 vo. Pag 548. 558 


1 11s Book of Dr. Clarks ko mad 
| nnokGmiſein England than FR For r- 
mer, ard perhaps a great deal more, 


1 8 cauſe he herein departs from the cori. rt 
1 F. oh 


ths, Fn, | +4 a” — 4 1 -3 wu 
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Road and Method of our Divines in Explain - 
ing the Doctrine of the Holy Trinity, con- 
cerning which, it has ſcarce been ſafe, for ſe 
reral Ages, to Reaſon at all. But whatever 
Varmth or Heat any may ſhew upon this 
Occafion,i1twWill ſtill remain an eternal Truth, 
that a calm Temper of Mind, and a meck 


4 and charitable Diſpoſition of Soul, are Qua- 3 


l cations abſolutely neceſſary, either to 


Ciſcover Truth our Selves, or to judge a- 


right of the Sentiments and Opinions of a 
others. That blind and furious Tranſport 
» Mind, (the uſual and ordinary concomi- 


I tant of all Bigottry) that we commonlyterm 


Zeal, is of no manner of Uſe or Service up- 
on this Occaſion, either for the one or the 
other of theſe excellent Purpoſes ; but, on 
the contrary, (by that dark and hot Ma- 


lagement that are almoſt its perpetual and 


inſeparable Attendants) very prejudicial in 


manner of ſerious Enquiries, and eſpecially 
hoſe of Religious Controverſies, . Where 
Fre, tho? I prefer the common Opinion (as 
to what concerns the Subſtance and Eilence 
Jof this Doctrine) to that of Dr. Clark's, yet 
his ſhall not hinder me from calmly rela- 


ting, and giving an impartial and genera) 
Account of whatever is contain'd in this 


volume. 


There's firſt a Preface, that the Author 


terms an Introduction; where he flicws, that 


the Holy Scripture is the only Rule of 
Faith, to which we ought to ſubmit, be- 
cauſe it alone contains a Divine Revelation. 
And tho? all chat is contain'd in the Scri- 
„ „ ptures, 
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ptures, be be alike and equally true, yet that 
tis not neceſſary to Salvation, to xunom and 
underſtand all that is contain'd therein 
and that 'twas upon this Account, tha 
the Chriſtian Churches drew out of 
Holy Scriptures the moſt Neceſſary and 
Fundamental Articles, for all fort of Per 
ſons, which they calbd their Creeds and 
| Symbols, and that they taught them to 
ſuch as were to be Baptiz d ; for which Res 
Jon they wereternrd, the Rule of Faith; 
not that they were. in themſelves of: any 


Authority, but ſo far as they agreed wii 
the Scriptures, and as they were al. WM 
_ low'd to be taken from that Infallible Rule 
of Truth, and thought to contain a 
Things (as Ot * Author expreſſes it,) which I 
are either Inmeatately, Fundamentally, or 
Dnivenſally Neceſſary, either to the Know. 
ledge, or Faith ofa Chriſtian. That n 


ſucceeding Ages, as Piety more and mor 


decay'd, and Dil butes and Contror. 


m1 oltiplied ard encreas'd, ſeveral Churc': 


_ enlarged theſe Conteflions of their Fe. 1 


and made more minute Deciſions of vr 
 neceſlary Controverſies, imposd more Ar. 
ticles upon the Faith and Belief of Chris 

ans, aud ſuch as were much more diff? 

10 de underſtood thau the Sc riptures chen. 


felves, became more uncharitable int! 


Cenſures, and the more they depar W 
from the primitive Simplicity, f 
Expreſſions and Terms, that had ber 
uſed by the Apoſtles and other infpir' 
Weiters, the more ther Decrees and De- 

termination 


2 7 
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terminations became uncer tain and obſcure, 


Knowing es m fix, had er. wy lin 
o the Holy Scriptures, as tne only Infal- 
lible Rule of Faith. 

Dr. Clank ſhews, by the Teſtimony aud 


ANG of ſeveral Huftrious Engliſh Au- 


thors, and by ſame Statutas, That 'tis up- 


on this we muſt fonnd all. In order there- 


fore to act according to theſe Principles, 


in his Examination of the Doctrine of the” 


Holy Frinity, he has collected together, in | 


bis firſt Part, all the Paſſages and Texts 
| that have any reference to this Matter, and 
laid them in one View before his Reac . 
ding now and then ſome critical Re- 
W marks and Paſſages of the Fathers, to Ie 
ate ſome of them. In the 24 part, he- 
ss rednc'd to certain Propoſitions,” the 
b | Do trine he thinks contained in thoſe Paſ- 
ſages; he has alſo illuſtrated each Propoſi- 
tg by Paſſages from the Fathers, both that 


d before and after the Council of Nice, 


| 3 particularly from thoſe of Athanaſius 
and Baſil, among which are ſeveral nor to 
| be found either in Petavius, or Dr. Bull. 
| ihe Author yer owns, he don't bring theſe 
| Paſlages of the Fathers for ah but on- 
iy for further Illuſtration, for the Proofs 


onght only to be taken from the Scriptures. 


heſe Illuſtrations further ſhew, in Dr. 


Clark's Opinion, how very Natural and 
National the Ex plication he here gives of 
this Doctrine is, ſince it was own'd by ſo. 
Dy: different Authors, even at the ſame - 


„„ _ Time 
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Time they were endeavouring to prove 


ſome other Points ſcarce conſiſtent with it. 


or reconcileable to it. In the 3d Part, the 
Author brings ſeveral Paſſages from the Li- 
turgy of the Church.of England, in which 
he believes, the Doctrine he has here eu. 


plain d, is found, and afterwards ſome Paſ. | 
ſages that appear contrary to it, which he 
endeavours to reconcile with the Neceding 4 


ones. 


this Work, as the Author himſelf tells 15 


in his Introduction, where he continues to 
ſmew, that the ho! 'y Scriptures being the | 
only Rule of Faith, we can Sign or Sub- 
ſcribe no Confeſſions of Faith or Litur- Þ 
ies, but in ſo farb a a3 they are agreeable. 
thereunto; and that if *tis not thought fit 


or proper to Change or Alter them, © 
' muſt underſtand them agreeably to, and] in 


conformity with the Holy Scriptures, and 
never to accommodate or pervert theſe, t9 
chime in with any humane Forms or Con. 


poſitions whatever. 


The firſt Part is divided into Four Cher. 
ters; in the firſt of which, are brought to- 


ether all the Paſſages in the New Teſta- 


ment that relate to God the Father in par- 


ticular: in the 24, thoſe that ſpeak of 


God the Son; in the 3d, Such as mention 


any thing of the Holy Ghoſt; and 14 


in the 4h, Are all thoſe Texts that relate 


to all the Three Perſons,when taken tobe 
ther. We may conſider and look upon thi 45 


” part of the 1 as We co upon the 4% 
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This i is the general Scheme and Deſi ign of | 


(177,) 
ioms, Definitions, and Poſtulata, in a 
Mathematical Book, theſe being the only 


Principles 7675 which the Author pretends 
Li build an eſtabliſh the Propof! tions that 


:o!!tow in the 24 Part of his Book. 
I can 't inſiſt upon theſe Paſſages here, 


which | ſhall here only abridge. 


i, There is but one Supreme Cauſe of all 
] ings, who is an Intelligent Being, or a 


{mple Perſon, withont Compoſition or Di- 


viſion. But together with him, have ex- 
id from the Beginning, a Second Divine 
perſon, who is the Word, or the Sen, and a 
The rd, who is the Spirit of the Farber and the 

The Scriptures have no where told 


or e bei that they are commonly known, | 
27 ought to be read as they follow one 
ther in our Author, to judge aright of 
| % Confequence he draws. from them; 
MW 2 which he reduces to LV Propoſitions, 5 


© what is the Nature, Eſſence, or Sub- 


| {ance of any of theſe Perſons, but diſtin. 
: guiſn them only by their Perſonal Cha- 


raters, Offices, and Attributes. 


It. The Father alone, (or the firſt Perſon) 
exiſts of Himſelf, He neither derives his 


Exiſtence nor Original from any other; 


He is independent, neither being made nor 
beaot nor proceeding from any. He 15 the 
ſole Origin of all Power and Authority, the 
Author and firſt Principle ot all that has 
been made, either by the Son, or Holy 
Ghoſt. He. alone (in the mot ſtrict, Pro- 
per, and exalted Senſe of this W ord) is 
| #1014 all Things. Hei it 1s that i is, abſolutely 


1 l 


r . res tr retry m— ab aero 2 wo 


the Self exiftins Subjt a 2ces Alſo the Scri- 


pgs peter were my + el 


e 1 


(41183) 
eating, tbe God: 'of the Univerſes the 6 2 6j 1 
Abraham, Iſaur, and Tagobytht God of 11 1, | 
of Aſoſes, the Prophets, und Apoſtles, an the | 
God and Father. of our Lord Feſus | 
When the Scripture ſmeaks of one 0 God, 
*tis the Per ſon of the Father it always means, 
as well as when ir uſes the Word God vir 
any diſtingaiſhing Title or Epithel, ar 
Abſolutely/and by way of Eminence. 
III. ERe SW or ſecond Perſon exiſts n 10! 
0: hinfelt, but derrves his Being or Eſſen 
and all his Attributes, from the Father, 3 
the ſupreme Cauſe; but the 80 riptur. ha q 
never told us after what particy! ar or me. 
tapiylical way and manner, He Gerives this 
his Eſſence or Being from the Father, and 
conſequentiy no Perſon ought to Prefuin: 
to determine it. Thus, according to U. 
Clan, we have equally juſt Ground: : 0 
Reaſon to,,cenſure and condemn thoſe 1 
tay, the Son was made out of nothing, 
81765) as thoſe, who aſſirm, upon the c 
trary, and in the other extreme, that he i; 


ien 
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__pÞture, jn ſpeaking of his Derivation Frog om 
the Father, limits no Time, but ſays, Fl 
Ie exiſted with the Father from the 
king, and before the World was made. xe 
| have equally juſt Ground and Reaſon th eres 
Tore to cenſure and condemn thoſe, 
' pretend to know more, and be wiſe al abo 
hat i written, or to athrm, ! hat . . 
; a Time when He was not, 671 uy moTs re, 
Neither has the Scripture reveaPd tos, 
whether the Son derives his Being from 


8 


(-219') 
Father by a natural Nereſſity, or bf only a 
roloktary Act of the Fathers. The Word, 
or Son, who was ſent into the World, to 
take our Nature, and die for our Sins, was 
not the Internal Word or Wi ſilum of the Fa- 
ther, (for this is but an Attribute,) but a 
rcal, diſtinct Perſon, even the ſame, Wbo 
(ram the beginning, was the Word of the 
Father, or who had' reveal'd his WII and 

Hunſels O Men. | Hi | 
1 IV. The. Holy Ghoſt exiſts nat of Him . 
e, burderives his Being or Exiſtence from 


e Father, by the Son, as from the Supreme 


e of all. The Seripture ſets no Limits 
or Time, in which He deriy'd this his 
ſence from the Father, bur ſuppoſes He 


Docs it explain the Mctaphytical way and 
menntr inwbichthis was deriv'd and commu- 
ed to Him from the Father, and conſe- 
once, neither onght any Perſonto preſume 


eeermine orexplain this. T he Holy Spi- 
ii don't every where fignifie in Scripture, 
„the Power or Operation of the Father, 
but alſo a real and diſtinct Perſon. Thoſe | 
* _ take no cate” to preterve theſe Perſo- 
;- =: Diſtinctions, but who, to avoid Arias iſin, 


em, that che Son and Holy Spirit are 
—— ſadividralte together with che Father, the 

0 ne SHexiſtete Being; tho tic cmingly, — 
appearance, with their Words and E 

„ rieſlons, they pay. Honour to the 9 
we Son and Holy Ghatt, yet in effect ah 
„ reality, chey deſtroy their very Being and 


© c:iſted with him from che Beginning; nor 


16 * W and tai! « ana ares a 57 ea. 
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niſm, which is indeed the ſame as Socinianiſn, 


and differing only in Name from it. 
V. The Word God, ſigniſies ſometimes in 
the New Teſtament, the Perſon of the gon: 


= 


but the Reaſon why He is ſo called, is 11; } 


ſo much upon the Account of his meta. | 
_ phyſical Eſſence or Subſtance, how Divine 
ſdever, as upon the Account of his relate 
Attributes to us, and the Divine Authority | 


Ne has over us. 


Twas by the Operation of 


the Son, that the Father firſt made, and 
Soverns this World. The Holy Scriptures 


beſides affirm the greateſt and moſt cat. 
ed Things of the Son, even ſo far as to 4. || 
ſcribe to Him all Divine Power and Per. 


fections, excepting only that of Self. Exil. 


ee nce and Independency, which can't be ſad 
to have ever been communicated, withou: Þ 
implying the groſſeſt and molt abſurd Con. 


tradition. 


VI. The Holy Spirit is repreſented iu th. 
New Teſtament, as the immediate Ah; | 


of all Miracles, even ſuch as our Saviour 


himſelf wrought,and as the Guide and Cor. i 
__ qduRtor of his Actions upon Earth, duris i 


his State of Humiliation. He is repreſent! 


as the Inſpirer of the Prophets and Apo- 


ſtles, and their Director during the whole 
Courſe of their Miniſtry. He is alſo de 
ſcrib'd as the Sanctifier of Hearts, and thc 


| Supporter and Comforter of good Crit 


1 ans in their Afflict ions. The Scriptures allo 
peak of Him in higher Terms than of ty 


Augel, or other Creature Whatever. Y« 
the Holy Spirit is no where call'd G94 


All 
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Word any where therein {ignifie a com- 
plex or compound Notion of more Perſons 


gather, or that of the Son. | 
VII. The San, whatever he lis E lence, 


ers and Faculties the Scripture aſcribes to 


os, whether in the Creation or Govern 


= a4 » as - 4 9 
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any Text of Holy Scripture, nor does this 
than one, but only either the Perſon of the 


or how great and divine ſoever thoſe Pow. : 


Him are, yet in this is He evidently ſubor- 
2 di, ate to the Father, in that He derives his 
14 Bile nce, and all his Attributes, from Him, 
5 Wi creas the Father derives nothing from 


Him: Alſo, in that all the Actions of the 


A: went the World, are only the Operati- 
( Jonsof the Power of the Father deriv'd and 
6 communicated to Him, after an ineffabls 
t i wanner; and the Son ſtill acts in confor-. 
„i to the Will of the Father, and by au 


all his Actions to his Glory. Before his 


A receiv'd from Him, and directs 


Incarn ation, He was ſent by the Will and 
W200! Pleaſure, and with the Authority of 
e Vather ; and upon his Inca: nation, both 


ore and after his Exaltation, altho the 
e WDivine and Humane Nature Were berſo- 
00 ally united in Him, yer He fall owned 
ol: i 8 acknowledg'd (as the Author expreſſes 
de: the Suprem: cy of the Perſon of the Fa- 
the | ber ,pray'd to Him, return d Him I. ant, 5 
1 and c ald Him "I God. T 56 Reaſon w 19 


he 5cripture, that calls the Father God; 


vet af ms that there is but one God, 


1 


and alſo gives the fame Title to the > 1 5 e 


© the at in the Monarc! ny of the U al. 


Will of the Father; excepting, in this,th:t 


( 122 ) 
verſe, there is only one Authority, O7 
nal in the Father, which He has comm. | 
nicated to the Son. The Power and Auth. 
rity of this latter, not being another Pov.. 
er oppoſite to that of the Father, nor get 
a Power co-ordinate with his, but only be 
Authority of the Father, communicated s 
the Son, and difplay'd and manifeſted in 
Him, employ'd and exercis'd by Him. 
VIII. The Holy Spirit, whatever ha 
metaphyſical Eſſence or Subſtance is, I 
whatever Dignity the Holy Scripturcs 4 
ſcribes to Him, is nevertheleſs ſtill ab.. 
nate to the Father, in the ſame manacr a | 
the Son; but beſides this, the Scriptirc; If 
alſo repreſent Him as fubordinate to the 
Son, both in his own Nature, and by the . 


E He 15 repreſented as the Guide and Dire- ; 
&or of our Saviogr during his State of H. 


IX. Upon theſe Principles, that Ache. 
tion and Honour, which is (as the A 
_ exprelles it) abſo[nrely Supreme, ought 10 bs 
rendred only to the Perſon of the Fa: iicr, 
as being the Sapreme Author of all Bins 

ant Power. All Prayers and Praiſes ought 

to be addreſs'd to Him, as to the firſt Ar. 
thor of every good Gift. For the ſam: 

_ Reaſon, whatever Honour and Worſhip i; 
render'd to the Son, who Redeem'd us, and 
to the Hel Spirit, who Sanctifies us, nit 
always have for its chief Scope and Jud, 
the Glory and Henour of God the Fate, 
by whoſe Will and good Pleaſure *twas the 
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Son Redecm'd us, and the Holy Spirit 
gunctifies us. The whole Occonomy of 
God towards Men thro' Jeſus Chriſt, 04 
ſiting in this, that as all Authority is ori- 
-inally in the Father, whence it has 3 15 
derivd to the Son, to be exercis'd agrec- 
ably to the Will of the Father, by the Ea. 
and by the Holy Ghoſt: So all the re- 
ins of the Creatures, which conſiſt in 
WW Prayers and, Praiſes, in Obedience and 
WM \\/orfhip, and all other Duties of Piety 
towards God, ought all to be made and 
| formd under the Conduct and Aſlliſt- 
. ce of the Holy Spirit,“ y and thro” the 
| Mediation of the Son, and addrels d-; and 
adiregcd to the Perſon of the Fat he: r, the 


32 hings, | 

{The Son. before histncarnation,was with 
x God, in the Form of God, and enjoy d and 
oh great Glory with! he Father. Yet : 
Wile was then no diſtint Wor! wip rendes d 


5 : cd only to Men as the Sheching! 455 or Val ta- 
F 107 of the Glory of the Father, and as He 


i, pr: whom the Name of God was. The Di- 
ht 4e and Dignity of his Perſon, no more 
Ade true Nature of his Authority and 
4 uo, not being yet ReveaPFd. At his 
p15 WW nc:rnation „Ee diveſtcd himſelf ofthe Glo- 

and U He had with God before the World was, 
wy | by which He was in the Form of God: * 
3nd, K in this State of Humiliation He Suffſer- 
| 1d Died for the Sins of Men. Afterthe _ 
3 


4 nog this Diſpenſarion, He is repre- 
| 10.3 5. Jenned- 


Jopreme Author and original Coufe c of all CO 


. Or paid o Him! in his owen Perſon. He apnc: 8 


: our Ge d. We onght always to look vpon 
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ſented in Scripture, as put in Poſſeſſion o- 
a diſtin Worſhip in his own Perſon. His 
original Glory, and the Exaltation of 
Humane Nature to the Kingdom He pol. 
ſeſſes as Mediator, were at the fame Tine 
 ReveaFd. He is far down on his Father 


Throne, or at the right Hand of the d. 


_ zeſty of God, and receives the Prayers and 


Thankſgivings of his Church. The 5cri- | 


Pture teaches us, that this Worſhip is to bo 
rendered to Jeſus Chriſt, not ſo much upon 


the Account of his E ence, and Divine t. I 
tributes, abſolutely conſidered in th. i 


| ſelves, as upon the Account of his Ac) 

and Attributes relative to us, vix. Such 46 
his condeſcenſion in becoming Man, He 
who was the Son of God, his Redem on 


©: us, and Interceſſion for us, upon the Ac 


count of his Power and Authority over us, 
his fitting in the Throne of God bis Father, 
as our Lawgiver, our King, our Judge. 85 


8 


= 1 e in, and as «i 
being further referr'd to the Glory of th. 
Father. 8 
. The Honour that all Chriſtians a are 
5 oblig d to render and pay to the non if 
_ the Holy Spirit, is expreſs'd in Scriptur 
by the Phraſes and Expreſſions of being 
B. 54 d into his N. me, Bleſſing therein, C 1 
ling Him to witneſe, not reſiſting Him, ot 
5 provok. 19 Him, nor tempting, nor 175 un 
Him. As for what concerns Prayers di. 
5 ly: addr cl&'d to Him, rie of Kin 
i 


8 
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it muſt be own'd, there are neither any 


Commands nor. Examples hereof in the 


New Teſtament. 


XII. There are ſeveral Texts and Paſſages 


in the New-Tcſtament, where all the Three 


Perſons of the Holy Trinity, or at leaſt 
| Two of them, are named together, we may 
ſee them in our Author, who here only 
juſt mentions them; but npon occalion of 


ſeveral other of the preceding Texts and 


Paſſages in the former part of his Book, he 


adds thereunto Remarks and Reaſonings of -. 


his own, either taken from the Authority 


of the Fathers, who have ſpoke of thoſe 
Texts, or from the Subject it ſelf. By theſe : 


the Author the better confirms and eſta- 


bliſhes his Reaſoning 3 for altho the Texts 
of Scripture are equivalent here (as I be- 


fore obſery'd) to the Definitions, Poſtulata, . 


and Axioms, in a Mathematical Book, yet 


they are very far from being near ſo clear . 


Jas Mathematical Principles are, nor can 
de Concluſions therefore be equally neceſ- 
5 ary or certain as thoſe of the Mathemati- 
ciaus. The force of their Reaſoninys is ir- 


reliſtible and deciſive, as ſoon asunderſtood, 


and he remains yer to be born, that can 


new any Paralogiſm in Euclid; but this 


Matter has occation'd ſo many Diſputes 


and Conteſts for above theſe Fourtecn Hun- 


dred Years and more, that there is no Per- 
on can ever Dope! o determine and decide 

them. 5 
We * may fay | in general, Two Thing 98 K 
8/08 Dr: Clarks rem and Doctrine; 5 the of Mr. Le 


Heme + 


111 * Clerc. 
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firſt is, That it appears to be the fame 


with that of the Council of Nice, exceptin, 
in his not uſing the Word C ih 
ſo that we need not be ſurpriz'd to find 


his Book ſo many paſſages of the Aneiem 
favourable to his Keaſonings and Explica. 


tions of Scripture. Thoſe therefore u 0 
pretend that the Council of Mice ought 0 
be the Rule of Faith, as to the Doctrine 17 
the Trinity, have no occaſion much to 6 
fore our Author, providing they und- 
ſtand aright the Senſe and Meaning of tha: i 
Famous Council. The other thing we ma; ii 
obferve as to this Doctrine is, That it cant 
be expreſsd in an intelligible. manner, i: 
the Phraſe, Stile, and Dialect of the Holy 
_ Scripture alone: „ which may give no ſmall 
SEauſe of Suſpicion, (were there no other 
EReaſon beſides) that *tis not the Doctrine 
of the Apoſtles. There is no Authority vj10n 
Earth that can oblige us to ſubſtitute af 
Expreſſions invented ſince the Time of: 
Apoſtles, to thoſe that theſe Holy and bs 
ſpir'd Men themſelves us d. We are al- 
ways at liberty to reject all other Expre 
ſions, til! ſuch time as God reveals that there 
are ſome others more proper to expreſs this 
Doctrine, than what we already find in the 
New Teſtament Revelation hereof. If 
thoſe of the Apoſtles don't give us ſuffici- 
ently diſtin Idea's and Notions of this 
Natter, we have reaſon to believe, that God 


never intended we ſhould know it here 


more diſtincly, ſince He has given us no o- 
1 ther certain Revelation of his will beſides. 


We 
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We may alſo add, that we ought to be- 
{ave our Selves, with abundance of Mo- 
deration and Temper upon this occaſion, 
in Judging of the Opinions and Sentiments 
of others. And if we are not to condemn 
and damn the Ancients for embracing an 
Opinion which ſuppoſes three diſtinct Sub- 
ſtances, and by conſequence, three Gods; 
tho' this Name be given the Father in a 
more exalted Senſe, and hereby the Uni 
of the ſupreme Being ſecur'd; neither mf 
ought we to condemn the preſent Chriftls a 
an World, for owning only one individu. C 
ai Subſtance in the Perſons of the Father, VVT 
Son, aud Holy Spirit. The -Scripture- als. 
ways ſpeaks of God in ſuch a manner, as co ER 
eltabliſh a perfect Unity in the Eternal 
Eilence that created all, without ever fay- 
ing or affirming, that from this Eſſence p 
there proceded, from all Eternity, Two o- F. 
ther Eſſences, the one of which is call'd the Po: 2 - 
don, and the other, the Holy Spirit. TH 
an Idca that ſeems only ro have been in 
| troduc'd by the ums that were invented 
u after Times, to explain a Thing that is 
above our Comprehenſion and Conception, 
20d about which, they had done much wi- 
ler and better, to have ſtill kept cloſe o 
che Phraſes and Expreſſons of Scripture, 
and never departed from the Language and 
»ttle of the Apoſtles. If tis thought hard. 
ts accnſe the Ancients as being Trirbeifhy 
zelcher ought we to term the preſent Chri- 
ans, Sabellians, Or Socinians. But *twero 
much better be ſilent, and to ſay nothing, 
e "oF 
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. 
than afreſh to inflame Mens Minds wit; 
Diſputes, the Conſequences of which vc 
have already ſeen to prove ſo fatal in for. 
mer Ages, and that may poſſibly do fo a- 
WPA 
I ſhall ſay nothing of the Examination, 
the Author makes in his 34 Part, of the L- 
tturꝑy of che Church of England, that only WW 
Concerning the Engliſh themſelves. Fr 
_ altho” the Authors of that Liturgy, were 
in the Modern Opinions, yet they retaind WM 
5 ſome of the Ancient Expreſſions, proper Wl 
tdWo expreſs other Idea's and Notions; there 
LY ate therefore ſeveral Paſſages thorein con- il 
tain'd, which ſeem'd to favour both 
ſtems. Thoſe who deſire to he further 
ſtructed herein, need only read what Dr. 
3 Clark ſays on this Head. To conclude, there 
appears thro' the whole Frame and Con 
texture of this Work, a clear Judgment, 
abundance of Perſpicuity, and exact 

JI AG. 3. for Hoss r. Robbs, P. 4.1. 11. fo: Bl 

1 eftcem x. eftecmd. P. 25, . laſt, for e 
Fame. P. 52. I 14. Natures r. Nature. P. 67. l! 
wre r. moſt, P. 77. I. 12, dele; P. 95. I. 31 ail 
32. 4ſimple nud indivifible Subſtance r. in the 
Fance it Jelf, which is firnple aud indiuiſible. P. 1. 4.4, 
11. Remoiion r. Removal. - P, 111. J. 20. delt Hax. 
r V 


TEXT Week will be Pobliſhed, ir 
Ie Cleve's judgment and Cenf a 


df Dr. Bentleys Horace, 
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